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4 N regard, that as a Conſequence of the great 
and awful Rupture which holy Providence 

1 hath ſuffered to take Place among Seceding 
. F udicatories, the Brethren that ſeparated them- 
3 ſelves from the ¶ociate Synod that ſat at Edinburgh, 


"28 April laſt, have aſſumed to themſelves a Synadica! 


power in a moſt diſorderly and ſchiſmatical Way, 


of taking upon Truſt, or ſwallowing down by an 
Eats fb A 2 | 


| F and have juſt now publiſhed a Book, intitled, 4#s 


and Proceedings of the 4fſociate Synod, Fc. contain- 
ing many groſs Miſtakes and Miſrepreſentations of 
Fact, and evident Contradictions, and attempting 
to ſupport their new pretended Conſtitution and 
ſtrange Procedure, with molt groundleſs Aſperſions 
3 thrown upon their Brethren, yet clothed: with the 
7 higheſt Pretences to Zeal, and with very ſtrong Ex- 
preſſions, ready to inſnare the incautious Readers; 
and, in regard that before the Afociate Synod can 
meet and get Time to give ſuitable Warning againſt 
the ſaid Book, and the unaccountable Conduct of 
theſe Brethren, many weak and inadvertent People 
may come to be impreſſed and impoſed upon by 
7 theſe Means, that are ſo much calculate to make 
Impreſſions upon the Simple and Inconſiderate: 
Therefore I-thought my ſelf obliged, as a Watch- 
man (et upon the Walls of the City of God, to give 
timeous Warning to the Lord's People, to beware 


a 


In- 


"4 IT 

implicit Faith, the groſs Milkkes, /Mifepreſonts: 
tions, and abſurd Reafonings, that are vented in 
that Book, as well as from the Palpits and Tents of 
the ſeparating Brethren, whom the Lord hath left 
to embrace the new pernicious Principles“ contained 
therein. 

Qur glorious King of Zion, that hath ſeen fit in 
this Manner, to try his witnélſing People, is calling 
them, in this H:ur of Temptation, to hold fall the Pro- 
feffion of their Faith without u.cuering, and to cleave | 
to the Teſtimony of the D..,, in the plain Senſe ©: 
and Me.ning thereof, which they held when they | 
firſt eſpouſed it, without. turning aſide to ſuch new 
Glfſes put upon it, as tend to overturn che Defign 
of the whole Teſtimony, which, inſtead of import-. 
ing a Renunciatiom of the true Religion preſently au- 
thorized by the Laws of the Land, doth ex peſly 
bear à ſolemn Adherence to the ea li bed Dos ine, 
Wor fhip, Diſcipline, and Government oft the Church 
5 of Scotland. and to the excellent valuable Couſfitutioꝝ 
thereof, which we have eſpouſed again and again 
in the ſaid. Teſſimoay, notwithſtanding of our wit- 
pefling againlt all the Qui ſſions and Uefectious of the 
Church and Land, both in preſent ang former Ti imes, 
| and particularly againſt the Corruptions of the pre- 
* Sent Fudicatories from whom we declared a Sece//ion, 
or from the Church, as repreſented by them, tho” 
never from her as a Revolution Chaych, far leſs from 
the National. Church of Scotland, in her authorized 
Standards or Confeſſions of Faith, and Pre terial 
4 Conſtitution: For, as the Gropne of our manifold 
4 Declarations of Adberence to the National Church 
=. of Scotland, are the ſame that they were befor@our | | 
| Seceſſion, when we were, as ſtill we are, Members / 

of the National Church, ſo the Grounds 55 our 

- Secefion from the preſent Judicatories are the ſame 

they were at and ſince we made that Seceſbon, if 

E > not more incfeaſed by the .conzinued Deſections of ö 
N ſhe id Judica: ories, which we may the — aſ- | 
1 ert, 
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s if we were returning back to Ferp?, as our Ages 
ers term it, and giving up with! the hole Tei. 


ft 7 ngny. Di 331, £34 tf "4 8 . 
d In the Bowels of Loye and Compaſſion, I would 

warn, beleech, and exert all ſuch as may be in 
in Danger of being impoſed upon in this Day of Re- 


g roach and Dotun breaking, to, beware of receiving 


Am preſſion to the Prejudice of Truth by theſe Me- 
le advanced in Print, and publiſhed by a new pretend. 


* 
9 


wo 


rr 


Ke 


cvercaſt wich thick Clouds of Darkneſs. They 
that patiently, wait for due Information, without 


ed Authority, that they would wait till! they ſee 
{ what Courſe the Aſſociate Sy nod may take for 
wiping off the Duſt and Dung that is thrown upon 


them, and the Cauſe of Reformation they eſpouſe, 


4 
* 


and for clearigg the Truth which the Brethren have 


haſting into any crooked Way, have the Wotd, of 


} God to warrant them in ſo doing'; for, 1/aiab 28. 


16. He-that believeth maketh not Halle ; and, Prov. 
19. 2. He that 2@/teth with his Feet e 


II cannot be expetted, that on ſuch a Sudden. I | 
can (tho' it were my Province) animadvert upon the 
Whole of that new Book abohe mentioned“; but, 
* 

. 

} 


comparing. it with the other Prints of ſome leading 
Brethren on that Side, it is eaſy to ſhew on What a 
ſandy Foundation the whole Work is built. 

' Tho? the Riſe of the late Rupture was a raſh De- 
ci/ion, pretending to find the Religious Clauſe of 


ſome Burgeſs Oaths to be finful, when taken by S 
ceders; yet it is remakable, the main Topic upon 
which they pretend to have founded this, is, by 
declaring their Qzarrel with the preſent National. 
Profe/fiom and Settlement of Religion, that is, or 


mult be, with the true Religion preſently proſeyed | 


within this Realm, and authorized by the Laws of 
the land (particularly theſe of the Revolution Par- 
giamen-) and with the Refunciation of Potery at 

5 2", 
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preſent, Whence 'tis evident, like Sun-ſhine, they ? 


have taught themſelves and their Fo/lowers, to re- 


dreadful Expence of renouncing their own Tetti- #' 
mony, wherein, and in the Papers it adopts, the # 
true Religion preſently profeſſed in the Acts of the 
Rewolution Parliament, and eſtabliſhed or authorized 
by the Laws of the Land, that is, the authorized 
Doctrine, Worſhip, Diſcipline, and Government of 


the Church of Scotland, or the Profeſſion of this 


National Church, and the excellent Conftitution 
thereof, is again and again, yea, twenty or thirty 
Times eſpouſed and adopted; in ſo much, as that 
unleſs they ſhall alſo find it unlawful to make that 
the Matter of an Oath, which they have already 
made the Matter of a Solemn Teſtimony, they cannot 
find that foreſaid Clauſe to be ſinful, but by finding 
the Te/timony to be ſinful alſo, renouncing what is 
therein calied the happy and glorious Revolution, 
and our excellent, valuable, and beautiful Pre/byte- 
rian Conſiitution, &. Ec. Thus, our Brethren, 
by this Argument, eannot find that Religious Clauſe 
to be ſinful, without renouncing the Te/timony, and 
renouncing their former Profeſlion, and by betak- 
ing themſelves to a new one, upon which they build 
their ae and ſinful Conſtitution. | 

It were an eaſy Taſk (which, if none elſe under- 
take, I hereby do, if it ſhall be needful, and if 
Time and Providence allow) to make it appear that 
the Principles of the Revolution Church, authorized 
* the Revolution Parliament, are the covenanted 

rinciples of the Church of Scotland, for the main- 
taining whereof the Teſtimony of the Seceders was 


lifted up; likewiſe, that the Bond for renewing our 


Covenants, and the religious Clauſe of ſome Bur- 
geſs Oath:, are ſo far from being centradictory Oath:, 
that to make them ſo, is to contradit the whole 
Scope and. Deſign of the Te/timony, and to impole 
ypon human Underſtanding : Alſo, that the = 

ke n, 


nounce that Religious 'Clauſe as finful, at the 


E 


4 „, which Gelee the Religious Clauſe of fone 


; 1 Burgeſs Oaths to be Ainful, i a raſh, unreaſon- 


able, and finful-Decifion, in flat Contradiction to, 


and Violation of our own and our Forefathers Co- 
venants; and that therefore the Superſtructure, rai- 
ſed upon that Deciſion, and ſupported (neithzr by 
Scripture nor Reaſon, but) by frong AM ertion, is a 
Building without any Bottom, but the Air of wrong 
*Imaginations, yet no leſs noxious than it is infectious, 
running, like Muir-burn, through all Corners of 
Town and Country, as much as any Deluſion in 
Scotland ever did; eſpecially when it is known to 
* attended with this extraordinary Circumſtance, 


hat, as the foreſaid Deciſion was paſſed at the 
ery Time when we were threatened with an Inun- 


f don of Popifo Idolatry and Tyranny; and the paſſing 
thereof made it a Sin, Now-a-days, to renounce Po- 
peery, as well as a Sin to ſwear an Adherence to the 
true Religion preſently authorized; ſo the s Au- 


der, of that Deciſion ſeem to be righteoufly left of 


4 


| 


© God, to embrace a new Religion, or a new Profeſ- 
; fion and Conſtitution, leading them now to ſo 
many Pieces of the Roman Religion, called 


| Papiſi as to aſſume to themſelves a Popih 
and er Power, to urge a Popifh and implicit 


b \ Faith, and to carry on Pois and Prelatick Practi- 


ces, particularly, by pretending to overthrow yy 
Power of the Afeciate Synod met at Edinburgh, A- 


pril 1747. 
Which Meeting was conſtitute, at its Down- ft. 


ting, in the Name and Authority of the glorious 
Head, by one of their own Number, who at firſt 


Was che Inſtrument of the real Conſtitution of it, 


Athen the Inſtrument of the pretended Diſſolution 
it, leaving us, on a Sudden, with all his Party, 


even while we were ſitting, ſtill conſtitute in that 
1 ſame glorious Name. Then having ſeparated them- 
ſelves from us, aſſuming a Synodical Power, and 


7? arrogating to cheniſelves the Name ef the Synod, and 
| 1 


F-% 3 wa 
thereupon; on a * 5 without ever ſetting apart 
one Day for Faſting and Prayer, before ſuch a ſo-# 
lemn Step as that, of a new Con/litution, though, in 
other Caſes, their Zeal ſeemed to make this Pra- ; 
Qice neceſſarily evious to all weighty Determina- 
tions; yet e ing now to acknowledge the Lord | 
this Way, having left us conſtitute with the Mode- 
rator and Clerk of their own chuſing, they did con- 
ſlitute themſelves into a ſeparate Sy nod next Day a 
in "Mr. Gib's Houſe, chuſing a new Moderator, and 
a new Clerk, of their own, and that in the very 4 
Time that the Synod was met for Prayer and Hu- 4 
miliation, becauſe of the lamentable Breach. TN 4 
luddeply declaring themſelves the only Sjynod, enact, 
and aſſert, That all. Preſbyteries, Kirk-Seſſions, ans 1 
Communities of the Aſfociation, wete ſubject td 
them, and that all Courts, whether Preſpy teries if 
or Seſſions, who were not ſubordinate to them, 
were unlawfu} Courts, and that all Miniſters and 7 
Elders, Who were not ſubordinate to them, had 
loſt the Keys s of” the. Kingdom of Heaven, and that þ 
becauſe "ft two Reſolutions (as they call them) or 
Votes that were carried in Synod, contrary to theit } 
Mind and Will, 5 
1. That, in regard of what was determined to i 
be voted at Stirling in September. laſt, vzz. Whether 
the Deciſion of the Synod in 1746 ſhould be a Term A 
of Miniſterial and Chriſtian Communion, Ct if | 
The Synod would, before reading the Reafdns f 
Proteſt, and Anſwers relating to the Deciſion, . 
pri! 1746, proceed to the following Queſtion, 
Whether the Deciſion anent the Religious Clauſe | 
„ in ſome Burgeſs Oaths paſſed by this Synod in 
« April 1 54, Pe now, or afterwards, be made N 
2.2 Tom of Minitterial and Chriſtian COmimunighg 7 
«6 ay and until the making of the ſame to be | 
5 ſhall be referred, by Way of Overture, unto Pre- 
« ſbyteries and Kirk: Seſſions, in order to their giv» 


ing their udgment thereanent, titat ſo there may, | 
bas In f 


0 


n. . * _— 
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1 


apart in the mean Time, be a friendly dealing among 
a ſo. the Members of this Synod with one another, 
n, in! in a Way of Conference and Prayer, in order to 
Pra- „their coming, thro! the Lord's Pity, to ſee Eye 
nina- „to Eye in the Matter of the ſaid religious 
Lord || © Clauſe, qr not?“ 

ode-% Now, if d; x putting of the ſaid Queſtion, which 
con- carried to be voted, was of ſuch a dreadful Nature 
Day as they alledge, page 18. of their Proceedings, 
and That it is manifeſtly ſubverſive of Presbyterian 


very 46 Principles and Order in the Houſe of God, ex- 
Hu- 'B ceedingly diſhonourable to Zion's King, Lord 
hey i 1 and Lawgiver, and deſtructive of his whoſe 
act, Cauſe an Teſtimony among a witneſſing Body:“ 

And if it was a Matter of ſuch pernicious Conſe- 


1 y 
"th quence, as to bear the Wei * ht of their ſudden Sepa- 
ries © / ration and Conſtitution, Why did not they teſtify 


- 7 their Diſpleaſure againſt ſuch a dangerous State of 
12 Pate, by teſting g. that they N not ſit Mem- 
bers of a Court, where ſuch an Sorribli Dye/tion 
was puſhed to be put ? Why did they themſelves 
propoſe an oppoſite Side to it; that ſo it might 
be determined, which of the Sides ſhould be the 
State of the Vote? And why did they vote upon the 
bother Side of ſuch an a/ternative ? And ſinte the 
protęſting Miniſters were the Propoſers of the State 


; Brethren proteſt, that they were Parties in voting 
upon the State of the Queſtion ? And yet, after 
all, When they found that they were gut voted upon 
J. che State of the Queſtion ; and could not get the 


i by their former Deciſion ſupported by 3t Appro- 
1000 of their Anſwers to the Reaſons of Diſſent, 

o fall, upon ſuch extravagant Fli his 55 0 buck up 
5 7 of t ae Vote that EEG! 3p, 


Arex, Þ "63 meer _ dogmatich 4; 955 without 
5 of : r alla rom | Scriprure or 


leaſt, 8 
Res ſqn,, is A Piece 1 Con gust fo f Anifk di 2 
alqg 4 0 manifeſtly 1 5 


at 1191 
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of the Vote which carried; Why did not theſe 


jy prote/ting Miniſters brought.” to the Bar; and there- 


ch a mon- 


1 8 


© the making of the ſame to be ſo, ſhall be refer- 
Kirk: Seſſions, &c. Or not ?* And here, in regard 


niſters and Elders, being Parties in voting this 


fon into the Houſe of God, and throwing the 


could not be Parties in voting upon the foreſaid 


| detwixt the Deciſion in” April 1746, finding the 4 


| k 1 10 ] | 


1 


derly and ſchiſmatical, that it hath not in all its 


4 
Circumſtances a Parallel among the wilde/t Sepa- WM" 
ratiſis and Sefariez that aroſe in any Age of the 0 
Chriſtian Church; eſpecially, if it is conſidered, Ie 
that the Tranſmiſſion of that Queſtion to inferior Il 
Judicatories, ſo much complained of, cannot in . 
the Nature of Things import, that Kirk-ſeſfions . 
or Presbyteries were to give a final Fudgment in 
this Matter, or any Way preclude the Freedom off 
the Synod, in deciding of the Queftion, upon *7 
pondering what might be ſaid upon either Side by 
the inferior Judicatories. i 
The ſecond Reſolution, as they call it, was the 'F 
Synod's carrying in the Negative the following 
Queſtion, namely, Whether the Deciſion anent 
the religious Clauſe of ſome Burge/s Oaths, &c. * 
* ſhall now or afterwards be made a Term of mi- 
* niſterial and Chriſtian Communion, ay and until 


I | 


red by Way of Overture to Presbyteries and 
there is ſuch a Noiſe made anent the proteſting Mi- 


Queſtion, that nothing elſe is affirmed thereupon in 
the foreſaid 18th Page, than that their ſo doing, 
* Did openly contradict the Duty, — overturn the 
* whole Order, and unhinge the Conſtitution of the 
Court, introducing awful and manifold Confu- 


« Keys thereof in a judicative Way out of their 
« Hands;"” it muſt be, remembred, that as there 
was no ſuch Clamour on this Head, till their Point 
miſcarried; and that they had or were contriving 
this /inful and unprecedented Method of Procedure, 
which, they call their Conflitution ; fo it will be ob: 
vious to eyery one, that the proteſting Members 


Queſtion ,; becauſe there is à manifeſt Difference 


religious 


its ff 
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© igious Clauſe in ſome Burgeſs Oaths to be fonful, _ 
nich was proteſted againſt; and the preſent Que- ' 
tion, Whether the ſaid Deciſion ſhal} be made a 
Ferm of miniſterial and Chriſtian Communion, 
All the judging of the ſame to be ſo, ſhall be re- 
rred by Way of Overture to Presbyteries and 
Firk-ſeſſions, c. Every one will ſee at firſt Sight, 
that this Queſtion was a Thing ciſtint from the 


| Þreſaid Sentence or Deciſion, in regard that moſt 
art of our /eparating Brethren, openly declared 
Frer paſling of the foreſaid Sentence, that they 
Huld not make it a Term of Communion, tho' they 
he otherwiſe minded now; and beſides, the ſaid ſe- 
parating Brethren, and ſuch as are of their Senti- 
Ments, might well have ſuppoſed, that it was at 
Teaſt poſſibſe that ſuch Arguments might have been 
n from Kirk-ſeflions and Presbyteries, as 
ight have had Weight with the Synod to deter- 
ine the foreſaid Deciſion, to be a Term of mini- 


j 


dene and Chriſtian Communion : 
thren, it ſeems, were ſo jealous of their Cauſe, as 
that they would not, venture it upon this Iſſue. 
However, if the Decifon be one Thing, and this 
Qgeſtion anent it be another; then it is evident to 
common Underſtanding, that a being reckoned 
Parties in the one, will not inſer their being Par- 
je ties in the other; and therefore it will be obvious 
. to Mankind, that their Foundation is too weak to 


But theſe Bre- 


bear ſuch an huge Superſtructure, as they build 
upon it; and that therefore People ought to beware 
of withdrawing from the Miniſtry of their lawful 
| Paſtors, when they may plainly ſee that the calum- 


founded. 


vious Reproaches, that are caſt upon them are ſo ill 


And whereas alſo here it is alledged, that the Vote 


; was carried in a Way of refu/ing, ſuppreſſing, and 


excluding proper and neceſſary Light upon the Sub- 


B 2 


.7 je about which the Vote was; this is a manifeſt 
Miſrepreſentatian of Fact; for, again and again it 


Was 
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was propoſed, that if the reading of all Papers was 
deligned for giving Light and Information to all 
Members; then, even the prote//zyg Miniſters were 
for reading them, and conferting about thern ; but 


upon any other Terms, but that of making all 


Queſtion. Thus it was theſe Bfethren that- ate now 
falſe Accn/ers, who would not ſuffer Light to en- 


the /eparaiing Brethren would not 'have' them read ip, 
Ki 


Proteſters to be Pannels and Parties in the foreſaid 


WY 
1 


79 
Ty 


ter, but violently ſhut it out, unleſs their Brethren a 


were ſhut to the Bar, that thus having once exclud- '# 
ed them, they might carry the Queſtion as they pica - W 
ſed, This being the Cafe, it may be a Queſtion, 

ſore. Erker presching and pray- | 
ing after that, bleſſing the Lord for their new Con- 
ſtitution, wherein Lg. could git an Entrance, and 7 
Truth get a hearing, was not a h Mockery? And h 
whether their magnifying” that Conſtitutiop, as a 
great Work of God, be not à making God the Au- 4 


Whether ſome Brethren i 


thor of Confuſion ? conrary*-to' r Cor. xiv. 33. 


< 


Thefe Things when an awakening Time comes, [ 


may perhaps ftare tHem in the Face? 


Theſe wo Reidfitions above mentioned, we 


ſay, are mide fo Hi / by bur Brethren now, in 
their public] PPints that we have, according to 


them, 1272 h. Ri" of the Kingdom of Heaven, 


renounced a abjurtd. tb gohile of the Teftintony, 


wllich is upon the” Matter to affirm, that we have 
ghne into ſuch a De reg of Mboſtacy by the foreſaid 
Vote, as to 2 u 

Faith, and the, whole Hanudrdi of our Reforma- 
tion; but hac ſuch a Supeh/M-uZure can be raiſed 
upon ſuch & Nanlatibn, weltave to the impartial 
World to judge; and yet. our Brethren, thro” Par- 
. 1 TT C2 A9> (59: 7 1 FRY. 
tiality and ejudice, art ſo blinded, as to judge 


that by the above Votes we had forfeited our Mi- 


niſtry, loit a Power to exerciſe the Keys of Doc- 
trine er Diſci){ine, until we acknowledge our Sin, 


and ſubordinate ourſelves to their new Conſtitution, 


and 


jure dur Blbſes“ and Confeſſion of 
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reads 


ſaid 4 


now {| 
* en- 


hren at 


lud 


lea 


ion. 
ray- i 


Con- 


and A 
hold to challenge them, or any elſe, to ſhew: 


And 


s 4a F 
3 or! of God, or the Doctrine, M. orſhip, Diſcipline 


Au- 
33 . 


3 wa:gnd approv 
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CI. 
e of their Proceedings againſt us, as is 
lear from their printed Book now extant to the 
orld; and tho? we have ſtudied thro' Grace to 
ard againſt every Thing that might <uiden the 
2Yeach, either in our publick Miniſtration or judi- 
$:al Proceedings; yet, to our great Grief, and 
mazement, our Brethren have exerted theniſelves 
r widening the Breach by their publick Reflec- 
tions againſt us, both from the Pulpit and Preſs, 


raigning us as Apaſtates, Deſerters of the Teſtimo- 
, Prieſts of Baal, comparing us to Fannes and 


beten, that withſtood Moſes, &c. 21 2 


Thus, ſtudying not only to condemn us, enki}; 

adicially,, but to ruin our Miniſtry, and mar the 
Edification of our People by the Goſpel, tho' we 
Je ſo confident of our own Integrity, that we are 


wherein we have erred in or departed from the 


ind Government of the Church of Scot/and founded 
hereupon, or any Branch of the Lord's Cauſe and 


Teſtimony; however, we have endeavoured to 


| Hear all with Patience, knowing that the Wrath 
Man worketh not the Righteouſneſs of God; and 


4 firing to regard the holy and ſovereign Hand of 
od in this awful Diſpenſation ; we have eflayed to 


„ ky our Hand on our Mouch, and to be dumb with 


$ilence, laying, Thou art ee O Lord, in di- 
Wading us in thine Anger, eas we have foes 


, 1 ap aint thee. 7 + 4 


The above Narrative of the Presbytery at Perth, 
3 Diviſion printed along with this Admonition aud 
Information, is a Specimen and Example of the Ex- 
ecution of. the Brethrens new Ad, and Laws'in 
eir pretended new Seſſions and. Presbyteries, ſubor- 


 Ginate to their new Conllitution, exauttorating all 


iniſters and Elders from their ſacred Offices, that 


| Hall not yield implicit Subjedion to their neaw Or- 


Ars and Authority, and requiring a blind Faith to 
N their 


4 


x 


E 


their new Creed; and that before ever it was prin- 1 
ted or publiſhed, and far leſs before ever it could # 
be read or conſidered. . £0 

It is obſervable, that in all the former Perialls of 
covenanting in Scotland, there was a pleaſant Har- 


mony and Unanimity among the Lord's Servants 


and People ; but it affords ſtrange Thoughts of 
Heart to many, to ſee our Brethren, even after 


they have by their /inful. Separation, new Conſtitution, 


and unaccountable Conduct, caſt the Aſſociate 


Church into Confuſion, rending them in Pieces, 
yet to ſee them in this Caſe, puſhing on covenant- 


ing Work, as if by their covenanting they intend- 
ed rather to ſecure a Party to themſelves, than to 


bind them unto the glorious Head, and the glori- þ 


ous Reformation of Scotland, that hath always been 


the Deſign and ſubje? Matter of our Covenants ; 2 


Beſides, that the ngw Senſe impoſed upon the pre- 


ſent Teſtimony by our ſeparating Brethren, ſeems 


to inſnate the Minds of their pre/ent Covenanters, % 
by involving them in the Guilt of renewing the & 
Covenants, in a Senſe directly oppoſite to that of 
our covenaniing Forefathers, while they are now g 
ſuppoſed to be renouncing the true Religion pre- 
ſently authorized by the Laws of the Land, which 
yet do actually authorize that ſame true Religion 
that was proſeſſed and ſworn to in our former Re- 


formation Periods, as can be unanſwerably documen- 


ted; and therefore ew and haſty Cowenanters in « 


theſe Circumſtances, need to conſider what they « 


are doing, leſt under the Notion of renewing the 4 
Covenants, they ſhould be renouncing their Pro- 


feſlion of Religion, which they had in the Revo 4. 


tian Church ; and ſo renouncing their Teſtimony, | 
wherein they again and again eſpouſe, what now 
they are taught to reject, as if the teſtifying againſt 
the Defects of the Revolution Settlement, were a 


| renouncing of the true Religion ſettled therein. 


For giving Weight to the above Advice and 
| | Aamoni- 


* 


rin. 2.4non;tion, there are ſome Particulars I would of- 
ld er to the Conſideration of Seceders, and wherein 
„they need to be informed. | | 
s of Firſt, That the true Religion 2';thorized or efta- 
ar- liſhed in the Revolution Settlement, or by the Re- 
ants lution Parliament, is the ſame true Religion that 
s of $:th been and 7s profeſſed by Seceders in their 4 
frer Ind Teſtimony; and how far the ſeparating Brethren, 
ion, yy their new Prefeffon and Conſtitation, are making, 
ate plain Apotacy from the Teſlimony, is evident by the 
ces, llowing Inſtances, beſides many more, — declar- 
ant- ig that we Seceders have the ſame Profeſſion with 
nd- "the Revolution Church as ſuch, notwithitanding our 
to Wſtifying againſt the former Omiſſions at the Rewo- 
ori- gion, and the preſent Corruptions of the Fudica- 
cen tes. 5 N 

s; The Repre ſentation to the Aſſembly 1733, by Mr. 
re- fe xander Moncrieff, &c. hath the Words, p. 34. 
ms Giſclaiming all * declared Enemies to our excellent 
ers, M Preſbyterian Conſtitution, and diſaffected to the 
late happy and glorious Revolution, and to the 
4 Proteſtant Succe ſſion in the Illuſtrious Houſe of Han- 
nover. Page 35. judging the Act complained 
of to be a dangerous Thruſt at our Preſbyterian 
Conflitution, and of a fatal Tendency towards the 
* Revolution Intereſt in Scotland. Page 60. We are 
not convicted of departing from any of the re- 
n- * ceived Principles of this Church, or of counter- 
acting our Ordination Vows and Engagements. 
# Page 61. We were ordained to take the Over- 
® ſight of them (namely, our reſpective Congre- 
'# gations). with their own Call and Conſent, and 
with the Conſent of the Pre/dytery unto which aue 
were received, and have not been convicted of 
ow *#* receding from our Ordination Vows and Engag- 
inſt . ments.” All this is expreſly adopted in the Att 
e 2 fand Teſtimony, Page 130. F4in. Edit. 1737. 
Again, the Profeflon of Seceeders is declared to 
and the the /ame with the Profe/ion of the Revolution 
* | 1 Church 


| AR * 


Chiveh in the Arli Teſtimony by Mr. POO Mon- 


' erief, &c. It is not very pleaſant to us, Page. 47. 


* that we are obliged to lay open the ſinful, and 
« unwarrantable Steps of ſuch who profz/5 to be of 
«the ſame Preſbyterian Denomination with ourſelves, 
* and to own the /ame Confeſſion of Faith with 
% u, &c. Strange! if our Teſtimony hath changed 
its Nature ſo ſoon, that mow it is a Sin in Seceders 
to have the ſame Profeſſion with the Revolution 


Church as ſuch. Page 84. By our Ordination 


Vous and Engagements, we are bound to aſſert, 
* maintain, and defend the Doctrine, Worſhip, 
« Preſbyterian Government, and Diſcipline of 
*< this Church. How can we be Faithful to theſe 
* Vows, and yet be ſilent Spectators of the deep 
Wound that is given to our (p.67. beautiful ) Pre/- 


*s byterian Conflitution ? Pag. 85. All the Miniſters 


of this Church, when they are ordained to their 
„ Office, do ſolemnly promiſe, engage, and ſub- 
«« ſcribe it with their Hands, that they ſhall, to 
«© the utmoſt of their Power, in their Station, 
“ aſſert, maintain, and defend, the Doctrine con- 
„ tain'd in our Confeſſion of Faith, and. our Preſ- 
« byterian Church Government and Diſcipline, 
“ and that they ſhall never endeavour, dire or 


„ indirectly, the Prejudice and Subverſion of the 


« ſame. Page 98. We own the Proteſtant re- 
formed Doctrine — publickly profaſſed in the 
% Church of Scotland, ſummarily contained in our 
6s * of Faith, Se.. 5 

Theſe are but ſome of the many Inſtances, 8 
ing that in our Teſtimuny, we Seceders profeſs to 
maintain the true Religion, preſently | profeſſed and 


authorized by the Laws of the Land. This is the 
| Matter of the Religious Cauſe of the. Bur, urges Oath: 


Let all the World judge if it be contradictory to, 
or inconſiſtent with the-Te//zmony ;, or rather if it 


be not materially one and the ſame Thing, / and 
it the Bond far renewing our Couman's be agrerable 


AX 


as. Mot re oat. hf thus 
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to the Teſtimony, whether " theſe are contradictory 


| Oaths. 


Again, In our nino, tho' we teſtify againſt 
the Revolution Omiſſions, yet we eſpouſe the Rewo- 
lution Intereſt, P. 58, 61. We ſhew aur Oppoſition 
to all ſuch as IT Ciſaffected to the Gower nment 
«© both of Church and State,” Page 108. Whereby 


we teſtify our Principles and Profeſſion to be the 


ſame with theſe of the National Church of Scotland, 
declaring thus alfo, our Attatchment'to the preſent 


Government both in Church and State, which we 


again do in the Reaſons of not acceding to the 
Jadicatories, by Mr. Moncrieff, &c. P. 10. adopted 
expreſly in the 'Teſtimony, Pag. 130. 

We teſtify, Page 114. that © moſt of the gra- 
« dual Declinings and Backſlidings of the Church 
* and Land, (which, by the by, was the Occaſion 
c of the Seceflion) have taken place berwixt the 
e late unnatural Rebellion (viz. in the Year 1715) 
„and this preſent time.” Yea, ſo far were we 
from teſtifying againſt the National Church as ſuch, 
or ſeceding from the Revolution Church as ſuch, 
that we teſtify our Seceſſion to be only from the 
preſent ] udicatories, p. 132. And declare ourſelves 
a Part + the ſame Chuck, witneſſing againſt the 
Corruptions and Defections of theſe Judicatories, 
p- 150. To this Purpoſe we ſay, in our f/f Teſti- 


mony, p. 45. Our Seceſſion is not from the Church 


« of Scotland, we own her Doctrine contained in 
her Confeſſion of F aith, we adhere to her cove- 
c nanted Preſbyterian Church Government, Difci- 
** pline, and Worſhip. Neither is our Seceſſion 
** from theſe that are cleaving unto our covenanted 
„Principles, &c. but it is from the Party who 
% have got the Management in their Hands, 'and 
„ who have got the Majority of their Side in the 
„ Judicatories, Oc. and who are carrying on a 
© ' Courſe of Defectian,” Sc. To the Eat Pur- 
poſe it is ſaid in Mr. Wills 5 Defence, 81 
66 hope 


A 


„of the Aflociate Preſbytery, 'that they defire, 
„ taro? Grace, never to ſecede from the Conftitu- 
„tion and Principles of the National Church of 
1 Scotland, but to contribute their Endeavours for 
*© the Detgnce and Support of the ſame; and there- 
fore they are not conſtituting a diſtinct Church 
from the national Church 0 Scotland, but only 
as a Part of that National Church, (b. 72.) are 
2 endeavouring to teſtify againſt aCourſe of De- 
fection —carried on by the Majority — When 
© the greatelt Part of the Repreſentatives of a Na- 
tional Church are involved in a Courſe of De- 
fection from the Principles of that Church, that 
* Part of the National 9 tho? leiter, who 
deſite to cleave to their Conſtitution and Prin- 
« ciples, and who, for this End, aſſociate together, 
«© either in a Preſbyterial or Synodical Capacity, 
« to mike an open and public Profeſſion of their 
* ſaid Principles, are not a diſtind Church from 
the National, but a Part of the ſame pnly, how- 
„ever diſtinct they may be from the Majority 


of the preſent Repreſentatives of that National 


„ Church, while they are carrying on a Courſe 
of Defection in Oppoſition to the received Prin- 
*« ciples of that Church whom they repreſent.” 
Now, the new Principles of our ſeparating Bre- 
thren, anent our Seceſſion, expreſſed in their new 
Prints, are the direct reverſe of theſe Principles, 
aſſerted as above in our Teſimony, as every one that 
hath eyes to read may ſee; and they muſt form a 
ew Teſtimony ere they can have any Teſtimony of 
ours on which they can found their mew Conſti- 
tution. 

Secondly, Let it he conſidered, that the Profe/ion 
and Sertlemint of Religion, to which the Religious 
Clauſe of ſome Burge/s Oaths relates, have no Re- 
{erence to the Church, but to the State, Kingdom, 
VN tom or Regia of Scotland, called this Realm: 

| Hence, 


* hope I may affirm, in Behalf of the Members 
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| Hence, in that Clauſe,” it is the true Religion pre- | 


ſently profeſſed (not in this Church, but) in this 
Realm, and authorized by the Laws of the Land, 


which obviates the wrong Notions many have had 
of its being an homologating of the preſent Prin- 
ciples of many, of ſome corrupt and erroneous 
3 Clergy, whoſe Errors contradict the true Religion 
and National Profeſſon thereof, made in the Laws 


of the Land, which yet they have not in Profeſſion 
renounced, tho” their Errors in Princlple and Prac- 
tice, tend to make their Profeſſion not a credible 
one. Whatever therefore be the Corruptions of 
the preſent Judicataries, and whatever was the 
Church's Omi ſſious at the Revolution, yet that fore- 
ſaid Clauſe bears Relation to none of them, but 
only to the State or Parliamentary Praft ſſian and 
Settlement: This is what is owned, and therefore 
Arguments for the Sinfulneſs of it, drawn from its 
Relation to the Church, are quite out of Purpoſe. 

Therefore, as to the !rue Religion ſettled, in and 
by the Rowvolution Parliamert, it is to be remarked 
by Seceders, that whatever Cmiſſions the Newolu- 
tion Church or State were juſtly charged with, yet 
the Revolution Parliament. cannot juſtly be charged 
with Omiſſions as to the Setle ment of the true Re- 


; ligion, nor did our Teſtimony ever charge them with 
. omitting to ſettle the true Religion, CO 


it would have been a falſe Charge: For tho' 
tne Covenants were not renewed at the Revolution, 
yet the true Religion of all the covenanting Periods 
was ratified at the Revolution, even that of the 


4 ſecond Period, from 1638 to 1649, as well as of 


the ft: For not only was the Wellminſter Confe/- 
ſim received and ratified by the Rewolution Parlia- 


| ment, which was received by the General Aſſembiy 


in the midit of that Period, this Time hundred 


| | Years, in 1647, as the chief ft Part of Uniformity 


in Religion, which, by the Solemn League and Cove- 


nant, we are bound to endeavour, and a principal 
K Part 


* 
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- Part of the intended Uniformity, in Religion, and fo 


a great firengthening of the true reformed Religion, 
againſt the common Enemies: thereof: Not only, I 
ſay, was this Confaſſion of Faith, received and em- 
bodied in the fifth Act of the Revolution Parlia- 


ment, but alſo the true Religion, as it was pro- 


feſſed and ſworn to in that ſecond Period, was eſpauſ- 
ed and profeſſed by the Revolution Parliament: 
For the Nationa] Covenant, as it was ſworn to, and 
explained in 1638, and alſo the Solemn League 


and Covenant are, by expreſs Ads of the, Revolu- 


tion Parliament, vindicated from the Indignities 
done to them in the preceeding Reigns of Charles 
the Second, and 7 ames the Sewenth, wherein theſe 
Covenants were declared unlawful, treaſonable, . 
and not obligatory: The Acts declaring them to 
be ſo are expreſly reſcinded, by Act, 27. and 28. 
Parliament firſl, Seſſion ſecond, in the Revolution 
Seitlement 1690. And whereas there was an Ad of |} 
Parliament, Charles II. Parl. 2. Act 1. 1669, af- 
ſerting the King's Supremacy over all Perſons, and 
in all Cauſes Eccleſiaſtical, as his royal Preroga- 
gative, belonging properly to the King and bis 
Succeſſors, as an inherent Right of the Crown: 
Tho' we; celti:y againſt the Church for neglecting. 
by any formal Act to condemn that ſacrilegious 
Uſurpaiiop of the Royal Dignity of Zion's King, 


pet, by the Zewolution Parliament, that ſacrilegious 


Act is reſcinded, Parl. 1. Sefſ.. 2. April 25. 1690. 
iputled, Act reſcinding the brit At of the jecond Par- 
liament 1669. declaring, © That it is inconſiſtent 
„ with the Eſtabliſhment of the Church Govern- 
„ ment, and ought to be abrogated, therefore his 
„ Majeſty, with Advice and Conſent of the Eltates 
of Parliament, do hereby abrogate, reicind, 
* and annul the foreſaid Act, and declare the 
“fame, in the whole Heads, Articles, and Clauſes 
„thereof, to be of no Force or Effect in all Time 
* coming.” . | 


Again, 


E 

Again, The Indiction of the General Aſembyy of 
the Kirk, by Virtue of the King's Royal Preroga- 
tive, James VI. Parl. 21. Chap. 1. is expreſly re- 
ſcinded by the Revolution, Parl. 1. Seſſ. 2. Chap. 5. 
« And generally all other Acts, Clauſes, and 
„ Proviſions in Acts whatſoever, made ſince the 
7 « Year 1661, incluſive, againſt Nonconformity, 
and for Conformity to the Church, and Govern- 
ment thereof, as then eſtabliſhed, under Arch- 
© biſhops and Biſhops, are reſcinded, anulled, and 
made void by the Revolution Parliament, Act 
* 27. 1690.” &c. Cc. | 
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# Reformation Period, from 1638 to 1649, in Op- 
* poſition to the Indignities done to it in the preced- 
ing Reigns, was profeſſed by the Revolution Parlia- 
. + ment, Which does either more generally, or more 
formally and expreſly, reſcind all the wicked Laws 


| that were made againſt any Part of the true Reli- 


Jon that was profeſſed in that Period, as well as 
the former. This will further appear by the 
Words of the Ad of Parliament 1690, ratify ing the 
Confeſſion of Faith, &c. It is ſaid, (1.) * That 
conceiving it to be their bound Duty, after the 
“ great Defiance that God had wrought for 
this Church and Kingdom, in the firit Place, 


1 ** Religion, according to the Truth of God's 
D. Word, as it hath. been of a long Time profeſſed 


within this Land,” Where they ſpeak in the 
very Terms of our National Covenant, renewed in 
the Years 1638 and 1639, where the true Religion 


is is ſworn to as God's eternal Truth — and now of a 
es long Time been openly profeſſed, by the King's Ma- 
d, yelly, and whole Body of this Realm, both in 
he Burghs and Land. How long then does the Rex- 
es MWution Parliament mean this true Religion hath been 


profeſſed in this Land? even ſince the Reformation 
For Popery to Preſbytery, or by Preſbyters, as they 
| , "> 


' Thus the true Religion, as profeſſed in the ſecond. 


„ do ſettle and ſecure therein the true Proteſtant 


* 


Bod | 
expreſs it a few Lines below. Why then, it is ſelf- 
evident, the Rewoluiion Parliament ſettles the true 
Religion as it hath been profeſſed in all the former 
Periods of Reformation, and particularly as it was 
Fworn to in 1638. It is therefore abſurd to alledge, 
that the preſently authorized Profeſſion of Religion 
is different from the Profeſſion of Seceders, who e- 

ſpouſe the true Religion as it was profelt in all the 
former Periods of Reformation. (2.) The Act ſays, 
They do hereby revive, ratify, and perpecu'lly 
« confirm all the Laws, Statutes, and Acts of 
«« Parliament made againſt Popery and Papilts, 
« and made for theMaintainance and Preſervation 
„ of the true Religion, and for the true Church 
« of Chriſt within this Kingdom, in ſo far as they 
«© confirm the ſame, and are made in Favour there- 
„f: Likeas, by theſe Preſents, they ratify and 
* eſtabliſh the Con feſſion of Faith now read in their 
« Preſence, and voted, and approven, &c. 
Thus the very ſame true Religion that Seceders 
profeſs in their Ad and Teſſimony,, is the true Re- 
ligion profeſſed and authorized by the Laws of the 
Land, old and late, which are all here revived and 
ratified in the Revolution Settlement; in ſo much, 
that all who are of Revolution Principles, as to the 
true Religion, are of the Seceders Principles: And 
it is ſo far from being Fact to ſay, That it is un- 
lawful for Seceders to ſwear the Religious Clauſe of % 
ſome Burge/s Oath;, when lawfully called to it, 
namely, to maintain the true Religion preſently * 
profeſt and authorized by the Laws of the Land, 
renouncing Popery, that none but Seceders, or theſe 
that are of their Principles and Profeſſion, can, 
with Safety of C onſcience, and without Sin, ſwear ho 
it ; becaule as it is preſently applied'to Laws of the . 
Land at the Rewoluſ ion, it reſpects the true Religion 
in all the Periods of Scotlund's Reformation, and "WK 
which is preſently profeſſed in the Rewolution Set- 
tl:ment of Religion, and authorized thereby ; ” 4 
either 


Ar 


either in a general or particular Way, the civil Set- 
tlement of Religion, or Eitabliſhment thereof at 

the Revolution, veſcinds all the bad Laws that were 
made againſt the true Religion, and ratiſies all the 
good Laws that ever were made in Favours of it 
ſince the Reformation; and ratifies the true Reli- 
gion itſelf as it hath been of ſuch a long Time pro- 
feſſed in theſe by-paſt Periods, and this is the very 
Zſame that Seceders profeſs in their 2 and Teſli mony. 
Some may think ſtrange, that what I have ſaid 
ſeems to prove that all the profeſſed Pr:byteri- 
Fans in Scotland, and the profeſſed Members of 
the Revolution Church, have the very ſame Pro- 
Mfeſſion of Religion that Seceders have: And in- 
Fdeed I own, that fo far as the Laws of the Land, 
eſtabliſhing the true Religion, are the Documents 
and Criterion, by which their Profeſſion is evidenc- 
Fed, they muſt be of the Seceaers Principles and Pro- 
feli, becaule the Revolution Settlement authorizes 
the true Religion profeſſed in our National Cove- 
Fant before the Year 1592, which was, and as it 
was renewed in the Years 1638 and 1639. In 
which Covenant, this true Religion is declared to 
be God's Eternal Truth, which none dare ſay is de- 
fective, (whateyer are the Defects of the Law ſet- 
Itling it) and which is the Thing ſworn to in the 
Religious Clauſe of ſome Burgeſs Oaths. This 
ternal Truth, contained in the Scriptures, and ex- 
preſſed in our ConfefFons of Faith, is the Profe/ion 
pf Scotland, according to the Revolution Laws and 
Acts: And all Ranks in this Land, as well as Se- 
geders, are bound to maintain this true Religion. 
bot only by Virtue of its being the authorized Reli- 
ion, and efabliſpea Profeſſion, but alſo by Virtue 
of the Oath of God, the National Covenant ſworn to 
In the fir! Period of the Reformation, renewed in 
he ſecond Period, and warranted in the Rewolution 
Pettlement: I faid warranted, becauſe, as the true 
Religion of all theſe former covenanting Periods is 
e Eo, © 


. = 
eſtabliſhed and authorized by the Revolution, ſo | 
the Covenants themſelves are windicated and war- br 
ranted, as I have proved above; in ſo much that 
there was nothing to hinder the Church then to e- 
new theCovenants, tho', as we juſtly complain, they 
W that precious Opportunity. 15 = 
_ _ Thirdly, Let it be conſidered, that to affirm theſe ;F 
Facts above mentioned, evidencing that the true 
Religion as it was profeſſed (I ſay not as it was tis 
pra#ijed, but) as it was profeyſed ever ſince the Re- o 
formation, and particularly in the ſecond Period ;& 
thereof, as well as the ir, is authorized by the 1 
Rewolution Parliament z_to affirm this, I ſay, is ſo 
far from contradicting the Teſtimony anent the 
real Omiſſions, and ſinful Neglects it mentions at g 
the Revolution, that to aſſert this, is equally ab- fghh 
ſurd as to alledge it is a Contradiction in Scripture, «#% 
to commend ſome good Kings as having done right «ae. 
in the fight of the Lord, and yet to fully them with a «@, 
Newertheleſs the high Places were not removed; or to «ak 
commend the Church of Thyatira, ſaying, I know «wg, 
thy Works, and Charity, and Service, and Faith, and «if 
yet to condemn them with a Notwithſtanding 1 hav «@} 
a few Things againſt thee. SOOT 7 
Two Things are to be obſerved anent the Biſfo- An 
rical facts mentioned in the Teſſimony, particularly i 
anent the Revolution Parliament.  .. 
1, That when we ſay, they neglected to reſcind an 
ſach and ſuch wicked 4s of the preceeding Reign:ſhayj 
as are there mentioned, it muſt be underſtood inge. 
this Senſe, that they did not formally, expreſly, andywjg 
particularly, reſcind them; for though they did re- Fo 
ſcind in a formal, expreſs, and particular Manner, ul 
many of theſe wicked Ads, as I have ſhown above 
yer it would ſeem, they did not in that Manner re-wlc| 
| . theſe that are mentioned in the Tellimony, ric 
Which, no doubt, was culpable; (tho! by the by, pn 
ſome tell üs, that the infamous AZ Reſciſſory inn 
1661, mentioned in the Te//imony, was reſcinded 15 . 
6% 
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ſo he Revolution Parliament, Hilory of the Revolution 
Scotland, printed. at Landon, 1690. pag. 127,128.) 
al 1 t whether this be ſo or not, yet I ſay, the Senſe 
© © which that Part of the Te//imony m uſt be under- 
e pod, is that theſe wicked Acts mentioned there 
F re not reſcinded formally; for if any enderſtand 
ſe 7 lin an abſalute Senſe, that they were not ſo much 
ne A l reſcinded, nor either generally Or par- 
ſgelar h n at the Revolution, would be to 
ntradict Fact, for ſo it is, that all the bad Acts 
en. that were againſt any Part of the true 
lion, are reſcinded by the Revolution Parliament 
555 intitled, Ad ratif;ing the Confſſion of Faith, 
KW /e1tling Fei ar Church Gevernment, in which 
1 er the reſcinding of many particular Acts, the 
b owing Words are added, viz. * With all other 
e, Ads, Laws, Statutes, Ordinances, and Proclama- 
tions, and that in ſo far allenarly, as the faid 
ha 6 Acts and others, generally and particularly above 
ro ＋ mentioned, are contrary or prejudicial to, incon- 
. ſtent with, or derogatory from the Proteſtant 
nd Religion, and Preſbyterian Government now efta- 
p liſhed.” So that all Laws whatſoever againſt 
true Religion, and Preſbyterian Church Govern- 
Int, being either more generally, or particularly 
ly inded by the Revolution Parliament, the above 
N Di ion is neceſſary to be minded by all that 
ind yggald faithfully adhere to the Tellimony; for if any 
J | 11 take that Part of the Te//imony in an Fe 
ingagſe, as if theſe and other Acts of the fore ſaid 
* ed Reigns, were not ſo much as materiall; re- 
re-cjtided, but left abſolutely untouched ; Then they 
er guild hold the Telimony in a Senſe both inconſiſtent 
de i th the Jeſlimony itſelf, and with the Truth of Fad, 
r6-wlthch is a Way of holding it diſhonouring to our 
My rious Fehowabhb who is the God of Truth, and 
by, m we openly affront to his Face if we bear 
in I mony to a Lie; better hold the Te imony in a 


by i e that is, or may to ſome appear ſeemingly con- 
the 3 2 
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1 26 4 
tradictory to it, than hold it in a Senſe that is real. 
ly contradictory to the Trath, for one Truth which i 
is divine, is more ſacred than a thouſand Teflimonie: 1 
that are but human, eſpecially if Truth be not . 
maintained therein, for then it cannot be held to 1 
the Glory ang Honour of God, nor to the Credit 
of Religion, but to the Reproach of both. Theſe 
only are guilty of deſerting and diſcrediting the 
Teſtimony, Who hold it in a Senſe that is inconſiſtent 
with the Truth. 4 

2. It is to be obſerved, that the hiſtorical Fats 
in the Te/imony, ſuch as, theſe relating to the Re. 3 
volution, were always excepted by the Aſſociate Ju 
dicatories from being any proper Part of it, as: 
Teitimony binding the Conſcience before God. 5 


which they did thus except for this good Reaſon, 
becauſe the Truth thereof depended upon fallible, 48 
Hiſtory, and the Knowledge of that Truth upot 4 
a diligent Search into Hiſtories, and Acts of Par 
lament, comparing Acts with Acts, and Hiſtoric; 
with Hiſtories, which few common People wer: 1 
ſuppoſed to be acquaint with, and by this Excey Þ 
tion or Declaration frequently, openly, and judici 4 p 
ally made, Multitudes were clear to make Accefjo F.. 
and embrace the Teſimony, who otherwiſe could no W$_ 
do it becauſe of their Scruples at theſe hiſtoric. 
Parts of it. Hence the newv Senſe and Meaning noi t. 
put by the /eparating Brethren upon that Part e 
the Teſlimony anent the Rewolution, and the gre: # 
Weight laid upon it; the Concluſion drawn fro! , 
it, and the Clamour and Calumny raiſed about! 
as if theſe that cannot admit of that ew Senſe ( . 
it, and new Inference drawn from it, were deſer a 
ing the whole of the Tellimony, may ſhew to ever A 
one how theſe Brethren are ſubverting the Defign [pt , - 
the Te/t;mony, and acting contrary to the Mind Mt 
the Afciate F udicatories, and to the Mind the H tr 
tneinicives were of, when they were with Sobric'® 
recelving Acc ſſi. ins; though new they ſeem to 
inſla vine 
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ſinflaving the Conſciences of People to theſe heavy 
ZY okes from which they had before freed them; 
and making that Part now the a// and 4whz/e of the 
Felimony, which formerly was judged no binding 
Part of it at all. 1 | 
Fourthhy, Let it be conſidered, that whatever 
" FOmnifens the Revolution Church were juſtly charg- 
10 d with, yet the Revolution Parliament by authori- 
th ing our Confei of Faith, and Books of Diſci- 
_— Vine; and by reſcindivg the AQ aſſerting the King"s 
Fupremacy, and other Acts above mentioned, and 
P Jo aſſert and avouch the ane Head/hip of our Lord 
7 Fhriſt over his Church; the irinſick Power of the 
* 4 hurch, and the divine Right of Prefbytery ; and 
24 
=} 
ſon, 


2 
ich 
nies 


& 1 when the Chureh (whoſe Province eſpecially it was) 
did not formally aſſert theſe, they were the more 
plamable: But the Queſtion at preſent is not about 
le the Revolution Church ſo much, as about the Kevo- 
Jution Parliament, and about the true Religion au- 
PO r horixed by Parliamentary As, for the Religious 
„ Clauſe of the Burgeſs Oath relates not to Church 
Act,, but to State Acts; and it is well known they 
went beyond the Church at that Time in Reſpect 
ſof what they authorized, and in ſettling the Af- 
fairs of the Houſe of God, notwithſtanding all 
4 their Omiſſions, and Imperſections, as in the Days 
of Hezeliab, the Prieſts and Levites were behind in 
11 Point of Reformation, Hezetiab's Zeal therein ſo 
150 far exceeded theirs, that they were aſhamed, 2 Chron. 
] 30. 15. Even ſo it was to the Church at the Rewo- 
ſulion, that they nglected many Things relating to 
0" the Reformation attained to from 1639, to 1649. 
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which yet the Parliament by their Acts did war- 
rant them to mind; alſo they omitted ſuch full 
and formal Teſtimonies againſt ſome of the ſinful 
Acts of the wicked Reigns preceeding the Rewolu- 
ion, which yet the Parliament then reſcinded; and 
that though they profeſſed to be as ſtill they were 
che covenanted Church of Scotland, yet they were 

1 1 not 


28 
not then-a cowenantinę Church, and fo ſat not down 
as in 1638, upon a covenanting Foundation, yet 
there was nothing in the Law to hinder them, or 
obliging the Church to act contrary to her cove- 1 
nanled Principles, (as we aſſert in our Teſtimony 
referring to Reaſons of not acceding, pag. 13. ) i 
nor to neglect the ſame Form of protefling them 
that was practiſed in that /econd Reformation Pe- 
riod. They proſeſſed theſe Principles, only did not 9 | 
ractiſe them in the Manner we in our Teſting U 
ſhew they ought to have done, and in the Manner © 
Mr. Shields and his Brethren propoſed to that Hm. 4 
bly. They neglected as anſeaſonable what they ne- 3 
ver fince that Time found a Sea/on for, namely, L 
the Renowation of the Covenants, and falling in with 
the Propoſals made by theſe Brethren, who yet were 
told by the Maderator, that they were ſenſible their 
large Paper contained many ſad Truths in it, (See 7 
the Account of the Submiſſion of Mr. Shields, pag. 
18.) which was a profeſſing the ſame Principles, but 4 
delaying to prodtiſe according to them. And tho? 
I doubt. not but this Ng provoked God to leave 
the Revolution Church afterwards to fall into ſuch 
Corruptions and Defections as gave Ground for 4 
our Seciſſtian from the preſent Judicatories, yet was 
the Pre, ion ſo good, that we never ſaw Ground to 
ſeparate from the Revolution Church as ſuch, any 
any more than Mr. Shzelds did, Submiſſion, &c. pag. 1 
41, 42. © It was always our Judgment and Inten- 4 
tion, that whenever Preſbyterial Government in 
6 its Courts, Power, Order, and Freedom were e 
* ſtabſiſhed, we ſhould ſubmit to it: Nay, it was 
* not only our Reſolution, bat our Engagement at 10 
« the Renewing of the Covenants, that we' ſhould 4: 
not ſeparate from any Part of the Communion ,þ 
*« of the true reformed covenanted Church of + 
* Scotland, holding purely and intirely the Doc- Þ 
© trine, Worſhip, Diſcipline, and Government of 


the ſame in Principle and Exerciſe, according to 
„the 


1 


| EW 1 
the Rules of Chriſt, and ſtanding Acts and Con- 
4 ſtitutions of this Church. And that then we 
„ ſhould ſtady-to maintain Union and Communion 
in Truth and Duty, with all the Miniſters and 


E bo 

yy „ Members of this Church, that do, and in ſo far 
as they do follow the Inſtitutions of Chriſt: 
mn % And that when they return unto, and fix their 


e- „ Ground on the old eſtabliſhed Foundations ac- 
ot „ cording to the Word of God, and Conſtitutions 
ny of this Church ſettled before the covenanted Re- 


er ee formation ſtopped, we ſhould then emb ace and 
m- * maintain Union and Communion with them, 
e- and Submiffion to them in the Lord. But ſo it 
y, is, chat all the Ordinances of Chriſt are eſta- 
th gg bliſhed in Purity and Freedom. The Doctrine 
re is aſſerted in the Confeſſion of Faith now ratified 
ir % in Parliament, and ſeveral controverted Truths 
ee formerly obſcured by Catamnies,/are now victo- 
g. „ rioufly vindicated. The Worſhip now, not tole- 
ut rated, but eſtabliſhed, andiauthorized, and admi- 
.0' „„ niſtred in Parity, Plenty, and Peace; and the 
ve e Lights of the Church are no more hid under 
ch Beds or Buthels, but ſet and ſhining on the Can- 
for * dleſtick to give Light to all that are in the Houſe: 
vas , And the Diſcipline and Government Preſbyterial, 
to * is now reſtored to what it was, ' Anno 1592. 
ny f Wherefore we muſt needs return to our ancient 
2g. Union, Communion, and Order, when the Church 
en- eis now returned to the Enjoyment and Eſta- 


in e bliſhment of her ancient Conftitutions, When the 
e- % Prelatick, Eraſtian, Antichriſtian, and tyrannical 
vas Cſurpatiors on the Church's Rights, and the De- 
t at 25 fections and Corruptions flowing there from and 
uld % introduced thereby are removed, and the Chureh's 
intrinſick Power and Capacity to remove legally 
all remaining Offences is reſtored and red integra- 


oc ted, we could not but ſubmit curſe] ves and pay 
; of FF that Deference to eccleſiaſtick Judicatories, fert- 
to ced in the Name of our only Head and King Je- 


** "Ty 


U 


e oe nem nan 


« ſas Chriſt, as to ſubject ourſelves to them.-—— # 
„ And no other Bafis is ſtated whereupon we unite, i 
© but the Word of God, Confeſſions of Faith, 
„ Boks of Diſcipline, Acts of General Aſſemblies, 
% Natianal and tolemn Covenants, and the whole 
fContexture of the ancient Order of this Church.” # 
The true Keligion profeſjed and authorixed by the © 
Parliament at the Rewolution, was the very ſame 9 
that was prof: fed and authorized both in the firſt and 
ſecond Periods of Reformation, us appears not onlj 
by this Argument together with all that is ſaid 
above, That whereas the na/:9a/ Covenant as ſworn i 
and explained in 1638, and the /alemn League and | 
Covenant had been condemned as neither lawtul nor 
obligatory in the former Reigns; this Condemna- 
tion is reverſed and reſcinded by the Rewolution © 
Parliament as above, and the Weſtminſter Conf. fin 
of Faith received by the Aﬀembly 1647, is ratified | 
by the ſame Parliament, and all Acts contrary to 
the true Religion reſcinded ; but alſo whereas the 
AZ Charles II. Parliament I ſt. Seſſian 1ſt. Chapter 
17h. anent a folemn anniverſary 1hankſgiving for 
the King's Reſtoration, Anno 1660. overturns the 
whole /econg. Reformation Period for twenty three F 
Years paſt, (that is from 1638 to 1661,) in which 
Period, as that 42 declares, under the fpecious Pre- 
tence of Reformal ion, u publick Rebellion hath been 
violently carried on againit ſacred Authority) — 
treaſonable Ievaſ;on made upon the royal Authority— 
diſloyal Limitations put upon Allegiance to the Sub- 
ject; this Ad is exprelly reſcinded by the Rewolution © 
Parliament, dd 28. June 9. 1690. by which Act 
there is upon the Matter a Parliamentary Ratifica- | 
tion of the <vhole of that Reformation Period, and an 1 
Eſtabliſhment of the true Religion as it was profe fed 0 
therein, Thus 1 have again bere demonſtrated 4 
that the true Religion profe//ed, eſtabliſhed and a- 
theorized by the Laws of the Land, is the very Pro. 
Fallion of Religion that Seceders make in their Te. 


fis, 4 


e 
# /imony, and that theſe Seceders who make their 
» preſent Profeſſion of Religion contradictory to, and 
inconſiſtent with the Religion profeſſed, or yet the 
2 Profeſſion of Religion authorized at the Revolution, 
are de/erting their own Teſtimony, renouncing their 
© oaun Profeſſion, and. rejecting the true Religion of 
7 that ſecond covenanting Period which they chiefly 


d 7 profeſs to eſpouſe. But beſides the. wicked 44, 
7 that are particularly reſcinded in 50% a4 of Par- 
ö 


liament 1690, and the general Clauſe reſciſſory in 
nN the ſaid Act, it mutt be obſerved that there were 
4 many other bad Acts reſcinded by Parliament, par- 
ticularly Act James VII. Parliament 14. Chapter 


4-8/5. < Againſt Preachers at Con venticles, and Hear- 
an ers at Field Conventicles to be puniſhed by Death 
-n 4 and Confiſcation of Goods, is reicinded by the 
ed . Revolution Parliament, Act 2876. 1690. Act 


for taking the Te/t reſcinded, ibid. Act for the 
he "if «« Chriſtmaſs Vacance reſcinded, ibid. Act for ta- 
*r king the Oath of Allgiance, including a ſwear- 
ing to the King's Supremacy reſcinded, ibid. And 
he ein general, all other Acts and Statutes (as ſaid 
ee # © above,) which were made againſt the true Reli- 
ch ij « gion, and the Profeſſion thereof in reforming and 
e © covenanting Times, and eſpecially that were made 
# © inthe preceeding Reigns of Charles II. and Fame: 
— VII. are reſcinded by the ſaid Revolution Par- 
“ liament,” | [2 
Object. Seeing thus you ſeem to prove that at 
the Revolution all the bad Laws made againſt Reli- 
gion and Reformation, were either formally or ma- 
dterially reſcinded, and all me good Laws made for 
the true Religion and Reformation even of that 
Jiecond Reformation Period, were either materially 
or formally ratified, profeſſed and authorized, how 


al can this agree with the Teſtimony that ſeems to ſay 
in ym Terms, That that Period aua, paſſed by, 
Te- "$ neglected, overlooked and buried; is not this a flat Con- 
ny, 4 


tradiction to the Teſtimony ? 


= 3 „ 


$5 Pls A Not at all, if Matters be rightly con- 
fidered, as in the third Conf deration above mention- 


ed, though it be looked upon as a Blemiſh in the 
framing of the /a/t Teſtimony, that it was not more 
cautiouſly exprefled, which might be owing to the 


hitle Forefight the Judicatory had of any ſuch 


Deſign and Improvement of that Part of the Te- 
flimony, that now is openly made by the /eparating 
Brethren. But, 

2. The plain Matter of Fact is, that at the Re- 
*volution that Period was buried and overlooked in 
Point of Practice, but not in Point of Profe ſſian 
and Principle; they eſtabliſhed the true Religion, 
and all the Laws and Acts in Favours of it, and 
of the whole attained-to Reformation in our cove- 
 nanting Times, but they overlooked and buried 
the Practice by neglecting to become a covenanting 
State, a covenanting Church; and therefore we juſt- 
ly teſtify againſt them becauſe they did not practiſe 
according to their Prafeſſion, for the ſame true -V 
ligion, the ſame Profeſſion with Relation to Church 
and State, the ſame covenanted Principles were au- 
thorized, profeſſed, and eſtabliſhed by the Laws of 
the Land, and therefore to this Day we never re- 
nounced their Profe Non, as ſome are now doing; 
nay, we made the ſame Profeſſion, as I have ſhown, 

in our Teſlimony.' And hence, though the /econd 
Temple was not ſo glorious as the former, I mean 
the Kewolution as the Reformation, in the foreſaid 
Reſpects, the Houſe of the Lord was built but not 
beautified as before, the ſame Principles aſſerted, 

but the ſame Practice neglected, and ſome of the 
Principles not ſo formally aſſerted as they ought to 
have been; yet becauſe the ſame Profe/fion ſtood 
ratificd by the Law, never did our Fathers. nor we 
deſert the e Temple, never did Mr. Shields and 
his Brethren that exonerated chemſelves at the Ne- 
Valium, deſert: the Revolution Church, or the na- 
{zonal Church of Scotland; and did ever we that 
Wd. exonerated 
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*FTeftimony, as well as the manifold Declarations in 
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8 
12 
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S-onerated ourſelves in Communion with her, by 
Pany Petitions, Addrefſer, Diſſents, and Proteſtal ions 


Fainſt the declining Judicatories ſince that Time, 


fert her as ſhe was a Revolution Church? And, 
as it ever the Mind of Szceders till now, in their 
Feeding from the Judicatories and embracing the 
imny, was it ever their Mind, I ſay, to renounce 
Mecreby their former Profzfron and Religion? No, 


Ro. 1 appeal to all the hone!t, ſober, judicious 


Feceders in Scotland, if ever this was their Mind; 
"May, it was never propofed. 

I may her&nc:ice, that the /eparating Brethren, 
giving up with the National Profe ion, and de- 


Waring an ab/vlute total Secefſicn from the autho- 
red or effabliſhed Doctrine, Worſhip, Diſcipline, 


4 d Government of the Church of Scotland, have 
Jiven up the Cauſe in Effect to Mr. Currie, and 


Diven 7 to his Arguments, againſt the Se- 


ion, as if it were a Seceſſion from the Church of 
FFcotland, which yet the Seceders always denyed in 
heir Papers and Teſtimonies, as I have above ſhewn. 


Upon this Topich of our having make no Seceſſion 
From the National Church, Mr. Wilſon, in his De- 
ece, wrote againſt him: And ſeeing now theſe 
Brethren have deſerted that Topic“, and drawn up- 
Jon themſelves the Guilt of that fota / and ab/olute 


Seceſſon, in Contradiction to the very Title of their 


It. it belongs to them to anſwer, if they can, all Mr. 


Lurrie's Arguments againſt ſuch a Schiſmatical Sepa- 


ration. I have been moſt unjuſtly charged, as if 
were falling in again with the preſent Fudicato- 
vries, and 1 aſe of Mr. Currie's Weapons, 


which, to my preſent Knowledge, is not fact; but, 
for my Part, I reckon myſelf no Way concerned with 
his Arguments, as they militate againſt this new 
Separation of the Brethren, namely, from the Na- 


tional Church of Scotland. I ſtand only to that 
Manner of Seceſſion limited in the Teſtimony itſelf, 
| E” and 


againſt Tentations on every Side, I am incline 


than I am againſt Difra&ion on the other, undertf 


ty of AM nifters. when this Debate came among alk 


to take forth that precious Clauſe of bas old Bur e 


God's eternal Truth, ſworn to in our National Co 


| this Land. Their neglecting to do ſo, may well 


and I am, content 1. oy; I 5 with the Aſocia 
Sy nod in the middle Road, betwixt two Extreme: 
both the right Hand and the left Hand ones, reckonWen 
ing the former the moſt dangerous on many Af l 
counts, I. Een betwixt the 7 uaicatorzes on the on pe 
Hand, and the ſeparating Brethren on the othery Zu 
1 fand upon the fame Ground I did when 1 mad i 
Acceſſion to the Teſtimony; and the Aſſociate Preif 2 
bytery did, both unanimouſly and chearfully, receiv * 
that Acceſſion, as the publiſhed Account thereof de Hi 
clares, Ad and Teſtimony, p. 152. And therefor 
who they are that now have dz/erted the Te/limon; df ik 
and changed their Profeſſion, let the World judge, 
However, ſeeing holy Providence ſeems to call mi 20 i 
to oppoſite like Work, fighting Work on all Hand: 


5 tl 


to act impartially towards one Side as well as anot h 
ther, and by theſe Preſents, ſhew that I. am nom 
more ready to notify my Mind againſt De luſion oi. 
the one Hand, under the Name of Faith no Fancy 


that of Fancy no Faith. ra 
Fifthly, Let it be conſidered, that it was the Du 


them about the Burgeſs Oath, according to er: 
miah xv. 19. to take forth the precious from the wil Wil 
for then, as God ſays to the Prophet, if thou do {dl 
thou halt be my Mouth. They ſhould take forth 
not only the precious Truths from vile Errorsthh 
but when there was ſuch a Multitude of vile eu 
too much indeed multiplied in our Day, to the 
Diſhonour and Profanation of God's holy Name, 

geſs Oaths from among the Number of vile Oath; ba 
and ſhew how it contains in it a ſolemn Promiſe tou 
maintain that precious Treaſure, the true Keligion, 8 


-enaut, and preſently authorized by the Laws offi 
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me; thought to have provoked the Lord to leave 
kon hem, - #07 10 be bis Mauth, that is, to deliver bs 
Ae Hage, bis Mind unto People, but their baun, as 
„ onpears by the ſtrange and unreaſonable Way of 
therghguing they have taken, by confounding the trae 
nad gin PROFESSED and SETTLE O, wick the 
Pre ee ſſion and Settlement, making not the true Re- 
eien it/elf, but the Profeſſion and Se hment the 
f deWhing ſworn to. Upon: this Contuſiom the Sen- 


fonte. condemning the religious Clauſe did proceed, 
non Gelarivg that Seceders cannot, without Sin, wear 
dge i while Matters, with Reference to the!Profzron 
meh i Settlement of Religion, continue in ſucn (Car 
nd; ſtances as at preſent, that is, as it is mow ex- 
ine ined, they cannot, without Sin, ſwean to main- 


not the true Religion, as long as it is profiy/ea and 
nom or ized by the Rewolution Settlement, becauſe our 
orf mouy bears witneſs againſt ſeveral fin ful Omz/- 
nc in that Settlement; and hence:a!{wtarmg (o 
deiii true Religion ſettled therein, is ſuppoſed to con- 
Miict the Teſtimony, and theſe that think other- 
M, are ſaid to fall from the Teſtimony, und to 
wa ſwearing Contradictions. Here is the 
Mile Strength, of the Argument, but the Weak- 
Pof it appears by its confounding the Minds of 
ple, becauſe it confounds two Things as diffe- 
p t as Heaven and Earth: The religious Clauſe of 
ths Burge/s Oath, is a ſwearing to the trat Religion 
rh profeſſed and fettled by Law, which true 
Migion none dare find Fault with; but the Bre- 
Man's Arguments make it a {wearing to the pre- 
Profeſsſion and Settlement, which being faulty, 


4 

uu make that the Thing ſworn to, that they may 

toit Fault with that Claute of the Oath z3ubut as no 

ion, Mn can lawfully ſwear, either to his own or any 
* Profe/ion, in this Senſe, otherwiſe he would 


ot ſwearing to himſelf, or to Men, and not to 
ell , which is Prophanity; ſo the 'VhingAworn to 
beWPhe Burgeſs Oath, is neither the Profeſſion nor 

L. E 2 Settle- 
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- confound an imperfect Law, with a perfed? Religin i F | 


confound the Thoughts of People with a Notio g 


| ſpects, yet 1t:1s as clear as the Sua, that the tri 


Religion therein ſettled is a Treaſure bid in it; cl 
not a Man teſtify his Regard and Value for tif 
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Settlement, but only the true Religion pROEESS E 
and SETTLED.. The beſt Profoſim and Settlement «4 


in the World is but a bman Thing, and may be 


mank, lame, and unfit to be ſworn to, but W . 

true Religion, which is God's Religion, Chri/l's R. 
Jig ion, as the ſtanding Laæus term it, it is a divine 
Thing, and to ſwear to it is the abs Thing ſwon 
to in.that:Qath, To confound theſe. ta, is 


eſtabliſhed; and authorized by that Law, and ſo ** 


that when they ſwear to maintain the re 
authoriaed by the Law, they ſwear to mainta in ſon 
other Thing that is not the true Religion, namely, ti ? 
authorized Profeffion, or Rewolution Settlement. of K. 
Ag ion, no Profeſſion of other Religion (ſays a Broth] 
writing on this Head) being authorized by the Las 
of the Land; whereas that religious Clauſe of on 
Burgeſs Oaths, imports a ſwearing neither to 
Prefeſſian nor à Settlement, as I (aid, but to c 
true Religion profeſſed and ſettlad; and tberefor 
tho” it were never ſo clear and evident that, tt 
Profeſſion and Settlement is wrong, in certain Rl 


1 


Religion profeſſed and ſettled is right, and tb 
this rue Keligion, and nothing elſe, except Ui 
Renowncing of Popery, is the Matter ſworn to in ct \ 
foreſaid ClauſGG. 4 
One would think 5 the common Senſe of af! 
Man would take u p this Diſlinction. Suppoſe 
Man had a nay ag hid in a Dung hill, may 
not own and value the Treaſure, and yet und. x 
value the Dang? Thus, let the Revolution 8“ 
tlement be a ate like a Dung bill, yet the o 


rea ſure, and own his Intereſt in it, and yet teſt 
how much he undervalues the Dang and drofjy 
fedts chat accompanied that:Setr/ement? Now, 0 


„ 


ſay that Seceders contradict their own Telimony a- 


gainſt the finful Omiſſions at the Revolution, if any 


of them ſhall ſwear to maintain the true Religion 
8 /zttled in it, is equally abſurd as to ſay, that a 


Man contradicts himſelf when he tramples on a 
Durg hill, and yet cleaves to the Treaſure hid in tt, 


'$ eſpecially when the Matter of the Teſtimony is juſt 


5 % to maintain that true Religion authorized by the 
gin Laws of the Land. , | | 


Theſe Brethren ſeemed to be of a quite other 


| vi Mind, Auno 1732, when in their Repreſentation to 
10! tbe General Aſſembly, p. 5. anent addreſſing the King 
on and Parliament for redreſſing of ſome Grievances, 


theſe following Words are uſed, © We are hopetul 


it will not fail of the defired Succeſs, when we 


have ſuch a gracious Sovereign upon the Throne, 


uw who hath ſolemnly engaged inviolably to main- 
*X& © tain and preſerve the Settlement of the true Pro- 
W# *©< celtanc Religion, with the Government, Wor- 
AX © ſhip, Diſcipline, Rights, and Priviledges of the 
Church of Scotland, as eſtabliſhed by the Laws. 
made, in Proſecution to the Claim of Right ; 
and particularly in an Act, intitled, Ad for /e- 
curing the Proteſtant Religion and Preſbyterian 
= © Church Government, and by the Acts paſſed in 


the Parliament of both Kingdoms, for the Union 
s of the two Kingdoms.“ Theſe Words are the 


. more remarkable, (1.) That they are ſubſcribed 


1 by Mr. Alexander Moncrieff, Miniſter in Abernethy, 
Mr. James Thomſon, Miniſter in Burnti/land, Mr. 
Tuomas Mair, Miniſter in Oravell, (as well as by 


Mr. Nairn in 4botball ) together with fourty other 


0 I: Miniflers. (2:) That here we not only plead the 
4 Benefit of the Laws of the Land, but aſſert the 


Security and Eliabliſbment of the true Religion by 
theſe Laws of the Land. (3:) That theſe Words 
are a Part of our preſent Teſlimony, adopted therein, 
P- 130. and in our Declinature, p. 18. It is alſo 
remarkable, that in the ſame Xepre/entation, p. 14. 

| "Ws 


b 

we diſclaim all “ the avowed Enemies of our Con- 

ſtitution, and to the Government' of our only righ- 

* ful and lawful Sowereign King GEORGE, and 

* the Proteſtant: Succeſſion in his Royal Family.” 

Where more is ſaid, and in ſtronger Words, than 
in any preſent Allegiance, particularly ſuch as is in 

the Burge/s Oath. Yet this being alſo a Branch of ; 
(if our preſent Teflimany, one would think that what is 

8 made the /axuful Matter of a jolemn. Tiſtimony, can- 

| not well be found to be an «wr/awwful Matter of a 

civil Oath. But again I ſtop here without illuſtrat- 

ing the Thing; only it would ſeem our Brethren 

muſt have another and a new Teſtimony to ſupport 

their zeav Laws and new Con/iitutim, for, abſtract 

from their cab Gee, the prejent Tellimony is againſt 
them. | | | 

 Gzxthly, It is fit to obſerve, that the Brethren, 

in ſeveral Parts of their veau Book, make the Rel; 

gious Clauſe of ſome Burgeſs (aths to reduplicate 

1 upon, and homologate all the evi Laws and Con- 

= ſtitutions about Religion in this Period, as p. 76. 

| which may be thought very ſtrange, while the 

Oath does not mention any ether Laws but thefe 

that authorize the true Religion. If it reduplicates 

upon any other Laws againſt Religion, and not 

mentioned therein, this will prove / much as to 

prove nothing; for it will prove that no Oath what- 

ſoever, about Religion, can be taken in any Pe- 

riod wherein there are any bad Laws, and where- 

in the Laws are not perfe&# and /inle/s. Beſides, to 

make the Oath reduplicate upon any other Laws 

than what are expreſly mentioned in it, is contrary 

to the declared Mind of the Afociate Preſbytery, in 

their Ad prefixed to that for renewing the Cove- 

0 nants, wherein it is agreed to leave out the Clauſe 
relating to the Anti-government Scheme, from the 

Confeſſion of Sins, that they might not blend Civil 

and Eccliſiaſtical Matters in the Oath : This accor- 

dingly, for ſatisfying certain Members that had 

Scruples, 


* 
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K Scruples, was left out, and put into another gar 
y :t/e/f, that the Oath might, nat reduplicate upon 
it (ſee Introduction to the foreſaid Att for renew- 
ing the Covenants, p. 82.) which was a plain De 
claration of the Preſbytery's Mind, that the Oath 
could not reduplicate upon any other Acts or 
| X Tbings but what were expreſſed in it. But now 
Fit is alledged, the religious Clauſe of the Burgeſs 
/% Oath reduplicates upon all bad Laws and Contti- 
*Zrutions: How theſe Things are conſiſtent, is left to 
fdothers to judge. 4 ets 
However, becauſe we cannot ſee with theſe 
* Zrethrens Eyes, therefore we muſt be ſlandered as 


25 
2 % 


E Deſerters of the Teſlimony, which, by a ſtrange Turn, 
they now make it a Teſtimony ttating a Quarrel 
with the preſent National Profeſſion and Settlement 
Hof Religion, p. 1. Parag. 2. of the Introduction to 
heir zew Book. The National Apoflacy from any 
art of Religion or Reformation hath been quar- 
eled, but the National Profeffion of Religion, iu— 
ſtead of being quarreled, was always eſpouſed by 
Seceders in all their Teftimonies, as I have ſhewed 
Jabove. Let them read over their Teſtimony, and 
ee if ever we quarreled any Thing elſe but De- 
Medion from the National Profeſſion, and the De- 
ections of Fudicatories from that Profi ſſion which 
> AMthey and we both made, as our Te/imony declares : 
nd how unreaſonable had it been for us, to 
Fharge the preſent Fudicatories with Defe&ion and 
Hpoſiacy from that, which neither they nor we e 
J {1 er profeſſed as Members of the National Church? 
S ic be not, and had never been their Prof? ſion, 
ey could never have been chargeable with De- 
a ection: And if the true Religion had not been 
rofeſſed and eſtabliſned by the good Laws of the , 
and, who could have juſtly charged them with 
e gay Deviation therefrom? For aubere there is no 
1 Raw there is no Tranſgreſſion. 
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Haw odd is the Charge, to ſay we contradict our 
Tellimony, becauſe we allow it lawful to maintain 


the true Religion preſently profeſſed and autho- 


rized by the Laws of the Land, and yet teſtify a- 
gainſt ſinful Omiſſions at the Revolution? Does a 
good Man contradict himſelf, if he own that true 
Grace God hath given him, and yet teſtify againſt 
his many Omi//ions and Corruptions? Our Brethren 


that are renouncing the National Profeſſion of 


Religion, and the authorized Doctrine, Worſhip, 
Diſcipline, and Government of the Church of 
Scotland, by ſhaking off the Revolution Eftabliſh- 
ment thereof, are evidently renouncing the Teſlimo- 
ny they have been profeſſing to embrace, yet brand- 


ing the 4/ociate Synod with that which they them- 


ſelves only are guilty of, namely, an Overturning 
the whole of the Teſtimony, and pulling down 
what they built up: This they will ſtand charge- 
able with, ay and until they can prove that a Tefti- 
mony againſt the Sins of a Land, or their National 
Omiſfions, Which we diſapprove, is a Teſtimony a- 
gainſt their Religion and National Profeſſion, which 
yet we embrace in that ſame Teſtimony. 

Seventhly, It deſerves Conſideration, how eaſy it 
is to prove that the Decifion, which made the Se- 
ceders taking the religious Clauſe of ſome Burgeſs 


Oaths to be ſinful, was a fnful Decijion, however 


magnified by the /ezparating Brethren, as if it were 
an ryrever/ible Decree. Did time allow to enlarge 
upon the following Heads, it might ſoon be made 
appear, that that Deciſion is ſinful, (i.) In ſo far 


as it makes the ſwearing of that religious Clauſe 


abſolutly unlawful in the preſent Circumſtances, 
which yet, even in the/e C:ircnm/tances, can be done 
in Truth, Righteouſneſs, and Fudgment, by theſe 
that have Knowledge and Underſtand ing. (z.) 
Sinful, in ſo far as it makes it a Sin Now-a-dayy to 
renounce Popery, even tho' the preſent Laws of the 
Land, under that Name, condemn P7elacy alſo, &c. 

| (3.) Sin- 
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(3.) Sinful, as it makes that unlawful now, which 
is owned to have been /awfU/ in dur Forefathers 
Days, the Matter of that Clauſe being God's eter- 
nal Truth, and the true Religion, the ſame Yeler- 
day, To- day, and for ever. 4 Sinſul, as it goes 
upon a Suppoſition that the e Heligion is not now! 
profeſſed, and authorized by the preſent ſianding 
Laws. * (5.) Sinful, as it confounds the imperfect 
Latus eſtabliſhing Religion with the perfect Keligion 
eſtabliſhed thereby, and inverts the Meaning of 
Words, and makes the Profi ſſion and Sett ment of 
Religion the ſame with the true Religion ref ed 
and /eitled. (6.) Sinful, as it is a Lording it over 
the Conſciences of the Lord's People, and aſſum- 
ing Dominion over their Faith. (7) Sinful, as it 
makes Seceders in Scotland to become Secedrrs from 
their own Teſtimony, and their own Profeſſion of 
Religion; their 'Teſtimony being for the true Re- 
ligion of the Church of Scotland authorized by 
Law. (8.) Sinful, as it makes covenanting Now + 
a day, to claſh with the former Covenants, which 
were for maintaining the ſame true Religion. (q.) 
Sinſul, as it turns that Clauſe to a Senſe contrary 
to itſelf, by making it a ſwearing, not to 6745 
Religion, but to Man's Profeſſion; not to the divine 
Thing called the rue Religion, but to the human 
Laws eftabliſhing it in the Land. (10.) Sizful, 
as it overturns and claſhes with ſaithful 'Teftimo- 
nies formerly laid by. ourſelves before the Judica- 
tories, and preſently adopted in the 'Teftimony. 
(11.) Sinful, as it tends to diſſolye Communion 
with ſuch, with whom it hath been, and ought to 
be, lawfully maintained; turning a Difference in 
Opigion to be an Article of Faith and Term of (um- 


munon. (12.) Sinful, as it caſts Iniquity upon 


theſe that differ from that Deciſion, and yet hold the 
ſame Teſtimony. (13) Sinful, as it caſts Iniquity 


apon our own Tefſlinumy and Seceſſion, as it it had 


been a Seceſſion from the National Church of Scotland. 
gs F as 


ty. Bp 


as well as from the Fudicatories,” and as if our 
 Teſlimony againſt their Corruption and Defections 


were a Teſtimony againſt. their National Profeſſion 
and eſtabliſhed Standards of Religion. (14.) Sinful, 
as it Caſts Iniquity upon the good Laws of the 
Land eltabliſhing the true Religion, and particu- 


larly as it caſts more Iniquity upon the Revolution 


than ever our Teſtimony did; as if the true Re- 


ligion profeſſed in former Periods of Reformation 
were not eſtabliſhed therein. The contrary where- 


of is proved above. (15.) Sinful, as it caſts Ini- 


quity upon our former Prafeflion, when Members of 
the preſent 7 udicatories, as if it was a finful Profeſ- 


tou; and as if, by ſeceding, we ſeceded from our 
own Profeſſion, from our baptiſmal Vows and Ordi- 
nation Engagements as Miniſter: and Elders of that 
Church. (16.) Sinful, as it ſuppoſes us to be ano. 
ther Chuch, a new Church, different from the 


| Church of Scotland, notwithſtanding of our con- 
trary Profeſſion in the Teſtimony. (17.) Sinful, as 


it calls Iniquity upon our own Fudicial Declara- 
tim ſince the Teltimony was lifted up, that our 
Religion hat5 ſuch Security given it, by the preſent 
Civil Government, as no other People now on Earth 
enjoy the like. (18.) Sinful, as it caſts Iniquity and 
Reproach upon the Burghs and Magiſtrates thereo! 

that maintain their ancient Profeſſion of the true 
Religion, whatever their Practice be. (19.) Sin- 


: ful, as it confounds Prefæſſias and Practice, tho' the 


Seripture makes them different Thing, ſaying, 
They profeſs to know God, but in Works deny bim, 
Tit. 1. 16. (20.) Sinful, as it tends to deſtroy 
civil Communion, upon a religious footing, as well 
as religious Communion, which is evidently by 
this Means, broken up. (21.) Sinful, as it ſup- 
poles not only a Change of Laws of the Land that 
arc yet ſtanding, but even a Change of that which 
is 4c angeable, the true Gad, and the true Religion 
being 5qualily fo. (22.3 Sigful, as it makes the = 
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Seſſion of Seceders differ, even materially, from the. 


lawful Profeſſion of all true Chriſtians, and from 
. themſelves. (23.) Sinful, as it tends to diſtract and 
and unſettle the Minds of Men about the true Re- 
ligion, when yet it were to be wiſh'd, that the 
true Religion we profeſs, were as well ſettled in 
the Hearts of the Generation, as it is ſettled in 
the Laws of the Land. (24.) Sinful, as it tends 
to perplex and diſturb the Minds of Seceders about 
a diſputed Queſtion, anent the religious Clauſe of 
ſome Burgeſs Oaths, in its Relation to civil Laaus, 
which yet few or none of them, to this Day, do 
underſtand. (25.) Sinful, as it tends to ſet theſe 
who are known to be tinctured with di/toyal Prin- 
ciples aleft, as if now the Day were their own. (26) 
Sinful, as it ſeems to bring in a new Meligion and 
Profeſſion thereof, inſtead of the true Keligion au- 
thorized by the Laws of the Land, and the Nati 


. onal Profeſſion, which we always hitherto eſpouſed. 
| (27.) Sinful, as it ſeems to make ſome nutable Cir- 


cumftances to alter the Nature of a moral Duty, 
and immutable divine Precept, Deut. x. 20. which 
is always binding, when Men are Jawſully called 
to it. (28.) Sinful, as it ſuppoſes that to be ſin- 
ful for Seceders, that is not ſo for others, which 
ſeems very abſurd, and as if all Prefeyterian Pro- 
fefjors in Scotland were not equally bound, as well 
as Seceders, to the ſame Duty with them. (29.) 
Sinful, as it ſeems both to contradict the Teſtimony, 
and to make the Bond and the Teſtimony to contra- 
dict one another; for the very Subſtance of the 


Bond is nothing elſe, materially, but a ſwearing to 


the true Religion, or the preſent eſtabliſhed Doc- 
trine, Worſhip, Diſcipline, and Government of 
the Church of Scotland, for which the Teſtimony 
is lifted up, againſt all the former and preſent De- 
fections and Backſlidings therefrom; and if this 
be not the Subſtance of the Bond, then the Te/i- 
mony would claſh wich it. (30.) Sinful, as it hath a 
"> 2 
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Tendeney to make Burgeſſes ſinfully to reject and 
forfeit a civil Privilege, which yet Saints in Scrip- 
ture. have lawfully plead, and claimed on certain 
Occaſions ; particulaiiy Paul, 44s 22. from Ver. 
2 1 to 29. When he aſſerts his Freedom in the City 
of Nome upon the chief Captain, having ſaid to 
him, With a great Sum obtained I this Burgeſhip, 
as our old Tra»/lators of the Bible tranſlate it. 
(31.) It is Sinful, as it makes Seceders ſinfully 
denude themſel ves of, and renounce their Claim to 
the legal Securities God hath been pleaſed to, give 
to the true Religion and our Church Government, 
and ſo far to contradict our covenanting Forefathers, 
as to reject the Claim to the legal Settlement they 
made uſe of in the National Covenant, wherein they 
cite, among other Acts, that of 1592. It is finful, 
I ſay, as it ſeems thus-alſo to contradict the Prac- 
tice of the Reformers in that ſecend Reformation 
Period, wherein not only in 1638, but alſo in 
1640, the ſaid Act 1592, is revived even as it is 
a-new revived and ratified at the Revolution. It 
ſeems therefore contradictory to received Principles 
for Seceders, to refuſe and renounce the Kight they 
have to the Benefit of the Law, eſpecially when the 
good Laws of the Land ſtand directly in their Fa- 
vours, and in Favours of all theſe that are of their 
Principles, as long as they ſtund to their Teitimo- 
ny for the National Profeſſion, the eſtabliſbed 
Doctrine, Worſhip, Diſcipline,” and Government 
of the Church of Scotland. (32) It is finful, as it 
directly contradicts their preſent Terimony, p. 130. 
adop.ing the , where, in p. 48. we charge the 
prevailing Party in our Judicatories—— That 
„ they are breaking down our beautiful Preſbyte- 
** rian Covuſt:tution. This wiil appear, if their 
Conduct in the following parcicular Inſtances is 
+ ſeriouſly conſidered, Fir//, The General Aſſem- 
* bly at Edinburgh, Anno 1639, do, by their Act, 
ff Zuguſt 30, ordain, that 20 Novation which may 


64 diſturb 
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* diſlurb the Peace of the Church, and make Diviſi 
© ons, be ſuddenly proponed and enacted, but fo as ili 
«© Motion be firſt communicated to the ſeveral Synody 
« Preſo;teries, and Kirks, that the Matter may be ap- 
« proven by all at home, and Commiſſioners may come 
abel prepared to conclude a ſolid Deliberation upon 
66 thefe Points in the General Aſſembly. This Act is 
„ renuwed by the General 4Jembly, 1695. And 
* the General Aſſembly, 1697. do for preventing 
any ſudden Alteration, or Innovation, or other 
„ Picjudice to the Church, in either Doctrine, or 
„ Worſhip, Diſcipline, or Government, enact and 
« declare, That before any General Aſſembly of this 
«© Church ſhall paſs any Aﬀs'which are to be bind- 
6e ing Rules and Conſtitutions to the Church, the ſame 
& be firſt propoſed as an Overture to the Aſſembly, 
and being by them paſſed as ſuch, be remitted to 
6 tle Conſideration of the ſeveral Prefbyteries of the 
* Church, and their Opinion and Conjent reported by 
* their Commiſſimers to the next General Aſſembly, 


„auh may paſs the ſame into Act, if the more ge- 


ce neral Opinion of the Church thus had agree there- 
6c unto. | I 1 

„The Church of Scotland had been taught from 
„ ſad Experience, that even General Aſſemblies 
upon ſome Occafions might be conflitute of ſuch 
« Members who might bring in dangerous Innova- 
* tions upon her, and therefore this Fence and 
„Guard is wiſely contrived upon our Doctrine, 
Worſhip, Diſcipline, and Government, that Over- 
«© tures as to any Acts that are to be binding Rules 
* to the Chyrch, ſhould be approved by all at home, 
« and that they fhould be paſſed into Acts, only if 
the more genera! Opinion of the diffuſive Church 
of Scotland agree thereunto ; bur the prevailing 
« Party in this eſtabliſhed Church have broken 
. down this neceflary Fence and Guard upon the 
« juſt Rights and Privileges of this Church, and 
„ the Members thereof.“ FF 
n Theſe 
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Theſe are the Words of our preſent Teſtimony, 
whence it is evident, that the Deci/ion about the 
religious Clauſe of ſome Burgeſs Oath; was finful, as 
being paſſed without tran/mitting it to Preſbyteries, 
and K:r+-Sefftons, according to theſe foreſaid Bar- 
riar Ads, and paſſed in a Way contradictory to 
our own Teſtimony againſt the Judicatories for break- 
ing down theſe. Fences and Guards againſt Innova- 
z50n5 whether in Doctrine, or Government that tend. 
to. diſturb the Peace and Welfare of the Church. 
I know it is now objected, that Elders and Ki, 4- 
Seſſions, are not Judges in Doctrine, and therefore 
the Tranſmiſſion ought not to be made to them. 
But as this is a new Turn of Thought to evade the 
Charge which that Deciſion lies open to, and as it 
is a ſtrange Notion if Kir#-Seſions are not Judges 
in Duehions that are made Terms of Communion, ſo 
it is remarkable, the ſeparating Brethren now ſeem 
to diſregard the Strictneſs of that ſecond Reforma- 
tion Period betwixt 1638, and 1649. and explain 
theſe Barrier Ads, not ſo much in the Way they 
are clearly expreſſed in that Period, as in the Way 
they are expreſſed in 1695, and 1697, which ſeem- 
ingly but not really makes the Tranſm iſſion only to 
Preſbyteries; but as it is in the Act 1639, the Tranſ- 
miſſion is enacted to be unto Kirks.as well as Pre/- 
byteries ; and agreeably thereto in the Act 1647, 
approving the larger Catechi/m, not only Copies 
were ſent to Preſbyteries for the more exact Trial 
thereof, but alſo publick Intimation was frequent- 
ly made in the 4/embly, that every one that had 
any Doubt and Objection upon it, might put them 
in before they approved and agreed thereunto. 
So likewiſe in our Te/fimony we declare, that this 
AR 1639, is renewed by the General Afembly 1695, 
and 1697, for preventing any ſudden Alteration, or 


Innovation, and other Prejudice to the Church, 
either in Doctrine, or Worſhip, Diſcipline, or Go- 
vernment ; but ſo it is, that if theſe Acts poferror 


to 
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to that in 1639, had excluded a Trt#n/miffion of 
theſe Matters to Kiri, or Kirk-Seſſions, as well as 
Preſbyteries, then it had not been a renewing of that 


Act, but an a/tering of it, and a gradual Declining - 


from the Purity and Strictneſs of that Reformation 
Period. Therefore it is ſelf-evident, that the De- 
cifion about the Burgeſs Oath, paſſed in Oppoſition 
to theſe Barrier As, and in a Way oppoſite to 


the preſent Teſtimony, and directly contrary to it, was 


a ſinful Deciſion. If ſome of theſe many foregoing 
Particulars ſhall be thought to coincide, I hope the 
Reade? will ' excuſe it, when Time did not-allow 
me to range and illuſtrate them as I might have 
„„ / HT 1 | A | K 
The eight Confid-ration I offer is, That as it is 
plain to me the forefaid Decifion was ſinful, ſo the 
Conſequences thereof, and the Contation that hath 
iſſued thereupon are very awfu/, The Brethren's 
new Book of As and Proceedings which they have 
publiſhed, will be a ſtanding Evidence of 5 
ſtrange Iuconſiſtencies they have been left anto. 
cannot enumerate now the one half of what [ 
marked with my Pen, nor at once Reading, be 
ſuppoſed in this Haſte to make many Obſervas. 
I offer but a few Inſtances of the very urea ſonabl 
Reaſonings in that Book, As, 

1. When they aſſert they do not condemn that 
religious Clauſe of ſome Burgeſs Oaths, but the 
Swearing of it. But if the Clauſe of the Oath be 
lawful, and the Swearing of it unlawful, I own 
my Logick cannot well reconcile the aſſerting the 
Lawfulnef of ſuch a Part of an Oath, and the Un- 
lawfulnr/; of Savearing that Part, eſpecially if as 
our Confeſſion of Feith lays, Chap. 22. It is a Sin 
to refuſe an Oath touching any Thing that is 
„good and juſt, hen impoſed by lawful Autho- 
„ rity.” I know not how I could anſwer this, un- 
leſs I were calling in queſtion the Lawfulnefs of 
the Authority impbſing it; but yet J think none 


can 


„„ OR 


can, do this in a Conſiſtency with the Teſſi mony, 1 
wherein as above we aflert, KING GEORGE to b 
be our only rig beſul and lawful SOVvEREtGN, and it B 

ſeems abſurd to make any Thing the Matter of a iſ | 
ſolemn ,7e/imany, that yet cannot be the lawful m 


* 


Matter of an Oatbß. e 
2. Aſſerting that the preſent Profeſſion and Settle- | 
ment of Religion, and not the Religion profeſſed B 
and ſetiled is ſworn to in the Burgeſs 8 becauſe th 
it is not Religion abjeively conſidered, that is au- ſo 
thorized by Law, but Religion ſuljechively conſi- th 
dered, or the Proſeſſion of Religion, c. This be 
ſeems very abſurd, not only as it inverts the Mean- c. 
ing and Intent of the Words in their plain Order, th 
but alſo from this Conſideration, That the faiſe 
Religion here renounced in the End of that R 
Clauſe cannot be conſidered /ubjedively, for it is hs 
* » 9zedively defined, both by its general Name, cal- V 
led the Roman Religion, and by its ſpecial Name, p, 
called Papi//ry; theretore the Oppoſite thereof, i} 
namely, the true Religion ſworn to, cannot be un- ,. 
derſtood / ubjectiuely, for it is objeFively defined. , 
Allo, by its being not the Profeſſion, but the Thing po 


% 


'l 4 profeſſed, not the Ebabliſhment, but the Thing eha- lig 
= bliſhed, or autbarized by the Laws of the Land. | ſet 
4 ii So that if it be not the true Religion zr, that is | lo 


here profefſed in the Beginning of that Clauſe, then 23 
it is not Popery itſeſf that is renounced in the End 
of that Clauſe, which is to deſtroy the common gie 
Senſe of Words, and impoſe upon human Under- or 
ſanding. | k aj | 2, | the 
3. Making the true Religion 27/ %, its being lf p;. 
authorized by the Laws of the Land, to be Bla/- the 
pPhemy, Pag. 66. becauſe it receives no Authority ſl Ser 
from Men. Which indeed would prove the Bre- pre 
thren's Te//imony for the true Religion, or for any IM (q. 
divine Truth to be Blaſphemy, becauſe it receives no jel 
Authority from Men. It ſeem: alſo to confound d:- 
vine Authority with human or civil Authority, mak- 
N N ing 
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ing the former exclude the Lawſulneſs of the /a/ter. 
Yea, it wouldprove that that Clauſe was ſinful and 
blaſphemous of o, as well as now, though yet the 
Brethren have declared it lawful in reforming Times, 
unleſs it ſhould be alſo thought, that tie Eftabliſh- 


ment of the true Religion by civil Authority was 
lawful then, but blaſphemous now. Hence, 


The making the religious Clauſe of ſome 
Burgeſs Oaths, as in Page 76. to reduplicate upon 
the bad Laws of the Land in a Time of Defedion, 
ſo as it is then /nful, but not to reduplicate upon 
them in a Time of Reformation, ſo as it might then 
be /awful, which ſeems to be ſtrange Doctrine, 
ſeeing the Sins of Reformers and Saints ſeem ra- 
ther to be the moſt aggravated Sins. 

5. The making it no Sin now to condemn the 
Renouncing of Popery, Page 88. becauſe that Oath 
takes up no further Teſtimony than againſt Popery : 
Whereas the preſent Laws of the Land declaring 


Prelacy to be aboliſhed in this Land when Popery. 


was, and that the Reformation was from the one 
as well as from the other, or from Popery to Preſoy- 
tery, makes the preſent Renunciation of Popery to im- 
port the Renunciation of Prelacy, and all falſe Re- 
ligions alſo, as appears both by the Revolution Acts 


© ſercling the true Religion, and vindicating the Na- 


tional Covenant as ſworn and explained in 1638, 
as I have ſhown above. 

6. Making theSwearing to maintain the true Reli- 
gion preſently authorized, to import a Swearing to, 
or Approbation of all the Def-FHiows and Corruptions of 
the Land, and of the Laws, (Page 86. and many 
Places elſewhere.) And making the Covenanters, 
their refuſing to take the National Couenant in the 
Senſe the King then put upon it, when he openly 


proclaimed he was corrupting the Senſe of it by 
eſtabliſhing Prelacy, &c. making this [ lay, paral- 


lel to the preſent Caſe, when yet there is no Law 
for 


£4 
: 
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9 
for Prelaty in Scotland, nor any open or declared 
Attempt to introduce it. 

7. Building ſuch a huge Structure upon the pre- 
ſent Debate and Difference of Opinion about the 
religious Clauſe foreſaid, and yet ſeemingly giv- 
ing up the Cauſe, by landing it in a Queſtion about 
the Senſe of Words, and a Matter of Fact happen- 
ing among us, which in the Nature of the Thing is 
' abſolutely incapable of Scripture Proof, Page 144. 

8. Declaring that none can be properly ſaid to re- 
cede from a Branch of Teſtimony, when they are not 
conſcious of their doing ſo, or at leaſt of the Thing by 
ewhich they do fo, Page 57. And yet the Scope of 
the Book is moſtly to prove a Charge againſt their 
Brethren, that they have given up with the hole 
of the Teſtimony, which they are neither con/ctous of, 
nor know by what they have done it; for to ſay 
they are conſcious of it, is to judge their Heart, 
and to ſhew by ot they hawe done it, remains yet 
to be cleared. 

9. Making the Words of the Burgeſs Oath, 
preſently profeſſed and authorized, to be a Definiti- 
on of the true Religion ſworn to in it, Page 146. 
confounding thus a civil Defence of Religion, with 
a formal Definition of it. Theſe foreſaid Words 
deſcribe only the Fence of civil Authority eſta- 
bliſhing the true Religion, but the Definition of 
that true Religion itſelf, is fully and clearly made 
in the Laws referred to in that Clauſe of the Oath; 
which Laws define it to be God's true Religion, 
Chriſt's true Religion, the true Chriſtian perfect Re- 
/igion, contained in the Word of God, and expreſ- 
{ed in ſuch and ſach Confeſſions of Faith. 

10. Making this Oath to be a Swearing Enmity 
and Oppoſition during Life, to the whole preſent Telli- 
mom among Seceders, againlt the Defections and Cor- 
lions of the foreſaid Profeſſion and Settlement, Pag. 
147. And ſuppoling, as elſewhere in that Book, 
the true Keligion eſtabliſhed by the Laws of this 
Land, 
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Land, to be ſuch a vague Term, as that all different 
Sects might be cloaked under the Shadow of it, 
calling their Religion the rue one, whereas by the 
Laws of the Land it is declared, There is no 
* other Face of Kirk, nor other Face of Religion, 
«© than what is preſently at this Time by the Fa- 
% your of God eſtabliſhed within this Realm, which 
„ therefore is ever ſtiled, God's true Religion,” &c. 
So that the ſtanding Laws of the Land not only 
define but diſtinguiſh it from all other falſe Reli- 
gions in the World. However, theſe are a little 
Swatch of the many abſurd Things contained in 
that Book, whereof the half cannot now be over- 


taken. 


Whereas one of the Reaſons of Preteſt, againſt 
that foreſaid ſinful Deciſion being drawn from a 
Suppoſition that the taking of that religious Clauſe 
of ſome Burgeſs Oaths were ſinful, and illuſtrated 
from the Practice of the Apoſtle's bearing with 
Chriſtians while the ceremonia! Law was a dy- 
ing, Sc. This Reaſon, though merely /uppoſing 
but ot granting the Sinfulneſs of that Clauſe, yet 
is drawn off from its proper Hinge, Page 103, to 
112. and ſqueezed till the Blood run out in bitter 
Streams of reproachful Accuſations, as if we plead 
for the Toleration of Sin for a Time, and for a Re- 
ceding from ſome Branch of the Teſtimony, becauſe 
we would uſe Forbearance, towards theſe who are 


neither conſcious of their doing ſo, nor of the Thing by 


3 they do ſo, as the Brethren themſelves expreſs 

Yet after all, ſo little Streſs do I lay upon this 
„ee that for my own Part I withdraw that 
Suppoſition of the Sizfulneſs of taking that Clauſe, 
as what needs not and ought not to be ſuppoted, 
and of its being a Thing whereto others have not yet 
attained, becauſe it is a Thing which I think none 


can attain to with Safety, without receding from 


the whole Teſtimony of the Day, which is a Te- 


ſtimony for that true Religion, which Religion 1s 
G 2 'F the 
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the very Matter and Sum of what is maintained in 
our own Teſtimony, and in all the faithful Teſti- 
monies and Covenants fince the Reformation, and 
for the National Profeſſion of it, which we again 


and again eſpouſe in our Teſtimony. 


But omitting many other Things in that Book, 
together with the odd Comment! upon Hof. 4. 1 5. 


I only would have Seceders notice tarther, the aw- 


ful Effects of that Deciſion foreſaid, in the Lord's 


leaving our Brethren to afſume ſuch Powers, and 
_ emit ſuch Ad, as they have done upon the Ground 


formerly mentioned, and now not only pretending 
to proceed in cenſuring their Brethren, that is, in 
paſſing Sentence againſt the Agociate Synod, from 
whom they have ſo finfully ſeparated themſelves ; 


but alſo profaning the Name of our Lord Jeſus 


further, by appointing a Faſt, as I am told, and 


making one of the Cauſes thereof, that People 
may ſeek the Lord would direct them as to what 


Method they ſhodld take in drawing the Sword of 
Di/cipline againſt the Brethren, who, they ſay, have 
buried the Teſtimony, and turned their Back upon the 
Lord's Cauſe, © | 

Alas, what ſolemn Mockery is here! How aſto- 
niſhing is this Infatuation ! I ſcarcely know any 
milder Words by which I can repreſent this Mat- 
ter. But if any ſay, What ſhall be thought if 
theſe Brethren ſhall proceed to the higheſt Cenſure 
imaginable, againſt ſuch as they may be ſure, ac- 
cording to them, will be chargeable with the high- 
eſt Contumacy ? I anſwer, What do all the Pro- 
teſtant Churches, doom'd in Rome as Hereticks, think 
of the Pope's Bulls or Sentence of Excommunica- 
tion which he and his Underlings paſs againſt 
them four Times every Year ? I have ſometimes 
been guilty of idolizing ſome Men too much, but 


God hath ,righteouſly and mercifully broken my 


Idol before my Eyes. Let theſe that ſhall igno- 


. rantly and idolatrouſly pay Veneration for ſuch 


Acts 


* 
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Acts or Cenſures, reckon it like Sacrilege to de- 
ſpiſe them, yet I muſt ſay, though I ſpeak not in 
Contempt of good Men concerned, but of bad 
Things among them, yet I ſee this whole Scene not 
as it is a Fudgment to be of God, before whom we 
ought to tremble, but as it is a Deluſian, to be of 
the Pewil, to whom we owe no Worſhip. 
Here J have ſome Reaſon to obſerve, that no 
ſpiritual Inpulſe or Impreſſion is the Rule, or any Part 
of the Rule of Duty; to make it ſo, is fo far en- 
thufiaſtical and deluſive: Hence our Confeſſion of 
Faith, ſhewing the Word to be the only Rule, de- 
clares, That no new Revelation of the Spirit is to be 
added thereto. This is neceſſary to be minded in a 
Day wherein ſome are pretending to Light in the 
Queſtion about the Burge/s Oath, and yet cannot 
ſupport their Opinion either by Scripture or Rea- 
on; and when their Opinion alſo in this Affair, 
in which they know others differ from them, is 
made an Article of Faith, and a Term of Gommunion. 


How ttrange is it, that our ſeparating Brethren are 


ſo haſtily driving a Multitude of People to homo- 
logate or approve of their zewv pretended Conſlitu- 
tion, which they know nothing about, and yet are 
implicitly led over unto, otherwiſe be debarred and 
excommunicate from ſealing Ordinances! How 
evidently in this Hour of Temptation, wherein Sa- 
tan's fiery Darts thrown in among Seceders is wor- 
ing itrongly and violently, does the ſame Mind 
and Diſpoſition ſeem to take place in many, which 
Chriſt rebuked in his Diſciples when he ſaid, Ye 
know not what Spirit ye are of | 

In Conſequence of this awful Scene, ſuch is the 
deſpicable Practice of ſome young Preachers, in 
Imitation of their ew Leaders, as to be lifting up 
their Weapons of War, by intermixing their pub- 
lick Prayers and Preachings with reproachful 
Words, againſt theſe whom formerly they reſpe- 
Qed as Fathers, but now ſaluting them with a Ki, 

cok of 


a 
of Acknowledgment anent their former Zeal and 
Uſefulneis, then they betray them with a Norte of 
Lamentation over their preſent Apoſtacy, and down 
coming like fallen Stars, and thus with their firſt 
early Breath they draw in the Exerciſe of the ſa- 
cred Miniſtry, drawing out their Tongues like 
Swords, to laſh the Characters of theſe whoſe gray 
Hairs by the Law of God and Nature, demands 
more grave and becoming Regard, than to be tram- 
pled upon with the Foot of Pride and Ignorance ; 
but thus the Scripture is accompliſhed, 1/a. 3. 5. 
Lamen. 5. 12. but not to their Honour who make 
themſelves the railing Shimers, of whom it muſt be 
ſaid in this Day of the Lord's Anger, Let them a- 
lone, the Lord hath bidden them. Our God is holy 
ſtill ; but he hath ſaid, % Curſe cau/eleſs hall not 
come. They who cleave honeltly, orderly and ju- 
diciouſly to the Te//imony of the Day, without turn- 
ing aſide to crooked Ways, may expect that no Wea· 
pom formed againf! them ſhall proſper, Ija. 34. 17. 
nay, that every Tongue that ſhall riſe in Fudgment 
againli them they ſhall condemn, (that is, as Henry 
ſays) © Every Adverſary that thinks to run them 
„down under Colour of Right and Juſtice, pre- 
« tending an Authority to oppreſs their Conſcien- 
% ces, or that miſrepreſents and falſly accuſes them, 
„and by Slander and Calumny endeavours to make 
„% them odious to the People Halt condemn 
e them by putting them to Silence. or God fall 
©. condemn them for thee by bringing forth thy Righ- 
« teouſneſs as the Light, P/al. 37. 6. God will 
« reckon with Men for all their hard Speeches which 
« they have ſpoken againſt thee, Fude 15. verſe. 
If the Lord's People that have any Concern for 
his declarative Glory, and for maintaining the Te- 
ſtimony of the Day in a regular and orderly Man- 
ner, could exerciſe a little Patience in waiting up- 
on him till he ſhall declare his Decree, and ſpeak 


out his Mind concerning the preſent Rapture among 
us, 


. 

us, they might perhaps in a little Time come to 
ſee, that what they now apprehend to be a diſmal 
and miſerable Breach, as made by the ſinful Hand 
of Men, to be a moſt neceſſary and happy Breach, 
as over-ruled by the holy and wiſe: Hand of God 
to a merciful Iſſue, for /eparating thele Witneſſes 
for Scotland's Reformation, who. are going forth 
by the Footſteps of the Flock, and continuing to 
walk in the good old Way, from theſe who under a 
Profeſſion of making Progreſs in Reformation, are 
turning out of the old Paths unto new, unheard of, 
unprecedented and untroden Ways, wherein neither 
we ourſelves formerly, nor our Forefathers, nor 
any of the Churches of Chriſt ever walked. For 
as our Brethren that are now become new /chiſma- 
tical Seceders, have by deſerting the old and adopt- 
ing their new Conſtitution, tallen from all their 
former and preſent Teſtimonies, and are making open 
Apoſtacy from their former Profeſſion of Religion, 
wherein they were baptized, educated, and ordain- 
ed Miniſters, Elders, and Members of the Nation- 
al Church of Scotland; ſo by their new Profe/ion 
and new Con/litution, they are embracing a new He- 
ligion, eſtabliſhing new Articles of Faith, and new 
Terms of Communion, (which they have evidently 
made, Page 11. of the Introduction of their Book) 
and yet refuſing that they do ſo. But in all theſe 
Things, it is Matter of deep Lamentation, that 
ſuch a diſmal Scene ſhould thus open among us to 
the Diſhonour of God, the Diſcredit of Religion, 
the Detriment of witneſſing Work, the diſtracting 
and dividing of the Flock of Chriſt, the harden- 
ing of a ſecure Generation, the Grief of the god- 
ly, and the Aſtoniſhment of all the judicious un- 
prejudiced Chriſtians. May that glorious Lord who 
alone can make Darkneſs Light before us,and crook- 
ed Things ſtraight, bring Order out of theſe Confuſi- 
ons, and make all Things work together for the Good 
of his People, and Glory to his own Name. j 
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REMARKS 


PART ofa PAMPHLET, 


2 


INTITLE 


The WarrAanTarLENEss of the A/ociate 


Synad's Sentence, concerning the Reli- 


gious Clauſe of ſome Burgeſs Oaths, &c. 


THE Brethren: that ſpeak in the Pamphlet I 
here notice, had begun publickly and ſolemn- 

ly to make the Burgeſs Oath a Term of Communion, 
before the Synod judicially determined, as they did, 
at Pdinburgh id May lait, in ſo much that if any 
were Parties in this Queſtion, the whole Country 


knew that they were ſo, by their previous and 
public Determination thereanent. This Conſidera- 


tion makes it evident howtvain and fooliſh it would 


have been for me to have done what the firſt Bro- 


ther, that ſpeaks in that Pamphlet, complains I 
neglected to do, namely, To enquire at them, when 
I had Occalim, if the Notes were genuine, and to 
act a more brotherly Part in private, before I went to 


publiſh Remarks without informing them, &c. But 


that. 


A 
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that none may imagine J acted ſuch an unfair Part 
as is here inſmuate, two things I offer with Refe- 
rence to theſe two Charges : One is, That I knew, 
and was ſure that the Notes were genuine: Ano- 
ther is, I knew that Matters were come to ſuch a 
public, ſolemn Determination, on the Part of theſe 
Brethren, as. could not be remedied by any further 
private Communication. 

Firſt, I knew well that the Mes cer genuine, 
and that there was no need of aſking the Brother if 
if they were ſo. I knew it, (1.) By the Teſtimo- 
ny of many Hearers, that witneſſed they were the 
Subſtance of what this Brother delivered. And, 
(2.) By the Teſtimony of many in his own Con- 
gregation, that bear Witneſe, that they were the 
Subitance of what was delivered among them, be- 
fore ever they were delivered again at that Occa- 
ſion where they were written from his Mouth. I 
knew it, (3.) By the very Language itſelf, which 
is evidently not the Writer's, but the Preacher's, 
and which contain the Argument in its $:renglh, 
if not in its Length. And, (4.) By the Ingenuity 
and Integrity of the Writer, "= aſſerted in a Com- 
pany, with Relation to the firſt en Notes, That 
though it might be, that all that was ſaid was not. 
written, yet he was ſure all that was oyritten was 
ſaid, and who: himſelf was the Framer of that 
N. B. in the Title Page, that theſe pres avere a 
Full and juli as an imparii il Hand could mark 25 
down in Characters when delivered; Tho' the 
marker is here reproached, as if he, and not ths 
Writer, had uſed that Freedom ; yea, as if he had 
impoſed upon the Writer, and extorted theſe Notes 
from him; which is ſo far from being Fact, that a 
certain Company can atteſt by what a mere Acci- 
dent it was that the Remarker came to know that 
any Notes were written, and how the Propoſal of his 
tranſcribing them out of the CharaZers came not at 
all from the Remarker, 175 from others; and ee 
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Propoſal was no ſooner made than it was anſwered 
that ſame Day, without the Remarker's needing ſo 
much as to deſire it, the Writer ſeeming rather 
fond that the Remarker ſhould have Occaſion to 
vindicate his Sentiments in Oppoſition to ſuch Notes. 
And accordingly, the /ame Hand that wrote the 
Notes, wrote out alſo the Remarks, which he knew 
were to be publiſhed, and never ſo much as open- 
ed his Mouth againit one Sentence, nor objected 
againſt one Word therein: And ſo the Notes and 
Kemarks both went to the Preſs in his Hand write. 
Theſe plain Facts ſhew how groſly this Story is 
miſrepreſented by that Brother, and what a ground- 
leſs Jealouſy he expreſſes. 

As to the' other Preacher his Notes, the Writer 
aſſerted indeed of ſome of them, That he could not 
anſwer for them, that they were full and diſtinct, 
becauſe the Night coming on he could not ſee well 
to write, and therefore he never tranſcribed theſe 

of the Characters as he did the others; and this 
opts up a twofold Blunder. in that Pamphlet: One 
is in the 5ſt Brother's offering to prove that the 
Writer ſaid to ſome, The Notes were not full, &c. 


which, tho' he could prove, would prove nothing, 


becauſe the ſame was upon the Matter ſaid in our 
Hearing, but then it was of differentNotes, as above. 
Another is, tg, comparing a long Note of the other 
Preacher, with a very Hor! Note (of the Writer's, 
namely, The Lord our God is holy, added to the Nar- 
rative of a FaQ about the Excommunicating the 
Takers of the Burgeſs Oath) and then making the 
Remarker moſt inexcuſable, while no Marner of 
A greement appeared betwixt the one and the other, 
except i» four ſhort Words. But no Wonder that 


there is fo little Agreement betwixt them, for 
what the Writer wrote of that long Note is yet ſtand- 
ing in his Chara@ers, and was never tranſcribed by 
him, for the Reaſon above-mentioned ; ſo that the 
comparing of that ſhort Note with it, to ſce how 

they 


x 


191 
they agree, is only like a comparing the Leier A, 
that was written out, with the Leiter Z, that was 
never written out, in order to ſee how they agreed: 
And tho' this blundering Work ſeems evidently to 
put a Taſh upon the known Candour and Capacity 
of the Mriler, yet this behoved to be done, in or- 
der to caſt a Reproach upon the Remarker. 
Secondly, I knew alſo that Matters were come to 
ſuch a public, ſolemn Determination on the Part of 
thele Brethren, as could not be remedied by any 
further, private Communication. For this Expe- 


Letters and Epiſtolary Converſation with one of theſe 
Brethren, eſpecially at a Time wherein I found him 


| ſhifting Communion with me at Sacramenta! Oc- 


caſions laſt Year, when he and his Brethren had 
begun to make our different Opinion about the 
Burgeſs Oath, ſuch a Term of miniſterial and Chri- 
itian Communion, before ever the Syzod made, or 
was expected to make any ſuch Determination, 
that their practical Secluſions of this Sort declared 
they were determined what Courſe. to take, long 
before this laſtSynod's Procedure gave them an Han- 
dle to purſue /eparating Meaſures. It was then, I 


| fay, eſpecially that, by free communing with this 


Brother, I gave him fair Warning, in my Letters, 
to avoid the Snares I perceived he was running in- 
to. Some of theſe Letters are yet by me, and will 
bear witneſs, both to the Way how he Changed his 
Mind, and how faithfully I, as an elder Brother, 
dealt with him. But all was diſregarded, the 
Schiſm at Sacramental Occaſions was induſtriouſly 
advanced by all the Brethren of that Corner, who 


thus laid the Foundation of that Schi/matick Courſe 
hey took at the la/t Synod. (2.) Not only by 
etters, but allo by private Admonition, I dealt 
airly with the other Brother, eſpecially after the 


alt Sacrament at Leh, when I ſhut myſelf up in 


Chamber with him, and, in a moſt ſolemn, ſeri- 


dient was what I tried again and again: (1.) By 
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ous Manner, begged him, in the Fear of God, and 
in the Name of the Lord Jeſus Chriſt, that he 
would forbear his proceeding thus, and ſtop his 
Progreſs in this Method of public teſtifying about 
the Burge/s Oath, and the Allegiance therein, in 
which Matter our Light could not allow us to fol- 
low him; I urged my Admonition as that of an 
elder Brother, even with Tears in mine Eyes, by 
ſuch Arguments as theſe following, namely, as he 
regarded the Glory of God, the Credit of Religion, 
the Unity of the Body of Chriſt, the preventing of 
fatal Schiſm therein, and the Progrets of the wit- 
neſſing Work of God at:ong our Hands; yet all 
the verbal Anſwer I got then, was, That he was 
forry he and I differed; and all the practical An- 
ſer afterwards, was his proceeding, on all public 
Occaſions, more and more in this diviſive Courſe ; 
particularly at that ſolem Occaſion where the Notes 
were written, and where the Brethren, whom | 
had kindly invited as formerly, and was deſerted 
by them, did induſtriouſly ſhun to invite me, ſul- 
pecting, no Doubt, there might be a claſhing in 
ublic, and no wonder, when their form'd Deſign 
was to make the Burgeſs Oath again their Pulpit 
Theme, and the rao Deciſion about it, a Term of 
_ Miniſterial and Chriſtian Communion. | 
This Conduct was ſo awful and afflictive to me, 
that when private Methods could not do, then at 
the firit Pr-Pyrery thereatter, which ſat at Leſs, 
I made a Motion which was backed by two or three 
other Members, That ſeeing the Queſtion anent 
„the Deciſiin about the religious Clauſe of ſome 
% Burge/s Oaths, whether it ſhould be a Term of 
** Communion, was yet lying before the Sud un- 
determined, and ſeeing ſome Brethren had ſo far 
** anticipated the Judgment and Determination of 
“the Synod, as that they had lately made that 
f* Deciſton a Term of Communion, and a Sentence of 
if Excommunicat io agalnit all that were of a diffe- 
| 6 „rent 
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* 


* rent Judgment ; debarring from the Lord's Table 


alli that had taken ſuch Burge/s Oaths, and were 


* not lying open to Light, and conſequently all the 
«© Miniſters and Members of Synod that judicially 
* entered their Diſſent and Proteſtation againſt that 
„ Decifion; that therefore the Presbytery would 
„take the Affair of this Practice under their Con- 
ſideration, not to determine what belonged to 
the Synod, but to examine whether this Practice 
of ſuch a public anticipating the judgment of the 
dyuod in a Matter yet before them, be a regu- 
lar Practice, agreeable to the Word of God, to 
the Order of the Church of Chriſt, to the Edi- | 
« fication, Pence, and Unity of the Body of Chriſt, 
« and to the As of the General Afjembly of the 
Church of Scotland in reforming 'Vimes." 

This Motion was violently oppoſed, and run 
down by the Brethren complain'd of, as, a Motion 
diametrically oppoſite to common Underſtanding, 
and to the Spirit of the Goſpel, and made by ſuch 
as had begun to go back to Egypt, and turned their 
backs upon the Lord's Cauſe, &c. Thus the /zad- 
ing Brethren were allowed to rail and exclaim be- 
fore a great Multicude of People in the open Court, 
without being checked or controlled by any of the 
Members of the Preſbytery that had not made the 
Motion, for theſe were treated as Pannels at the 
Bar, and publickly upbraided with the greateſt 
Contempt, and with ſuch furious Oppoſition as crea- 
ted Horror and Amazement, even in many that 
were Enemies to our public Cauſe, as well as to our 
Friends. Our Motion being, with open Violence, 
knocked down, we deſired it to be marked, which 
was refuſed : 'I'hen required a Vote of the Court, 
and was back'd with ſome Members, but this was. 
refuſed. The Moderator, by whom we were check'd 
from the Chair, refuſing to allow us.a Vote, we 
proteſted, and took Inſtruments, and appealed to the 
Jud, but not one Word was allowed to be marked. 


Theſe 
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Ther has x Wi above 3 of, were the 
main Leaders in this ſtrange Management; who 
knowing that a Complaint would be lodged againſt 
them at the Synqd for ſuch Conduct, took Care to 
eue the Force of it there, by being Leaders al- 

in the ſeparating Meaſures, and new Schiſmatical 
| 3 they betook themſelves Ow at the al 
| 4 

This ſhort. and iu dann. WA is 3 
news that Matters were come to ſuch a Paſs, that 
though Qccaſion offered, yet private dealing with 
theſe Brethren could be of no Avail for remedy ing 
the public Damage already done among People; 
and that my neglecting to give themAdyertiſement 
anent the printing Aemarks upon their publick Notes 
is a charge without any Foundation, but ſuch as 
may prove themſelves to be the chief eg that 
went to the Public againſt their Brethren, Without 
giving them the leaſt Advertiſement they were to 
do ſo, and that both in Sermons they ane and 
| Prints they adopted. 

The Joud Call ien it is ſaid I had ode Jolie 
. ene an this Head, was indeed, in many Re- 
ſpects, a loud Call to that Brother to do Juſtice to 
me, ſince Providence brought me to his Hand, and 
gave him Opportunity to acknowledge ſome of theſe 
Wyangs, aboye-mentioned, I had to charge him 
with: But tho' this Providence did not humble 
him thus far, yet in Acknowledgment of his 
Civilities on that Occaſion, I told him, That 7 
#new noi hing awherein I would not be ready ta ſerve 
bim, except in the Point of Light and Judgment about 
theſe Things wherein be knew be and 1 differed. 
Thus far I informed him that the providential Cor- 
reſpondence we had on that mournful Qccaſion, 
did not ſuperſede the Neceſſity I was under to de- 
clare my Judgment in Oppoſition to the Publicati- 
on. he had made of his. And thus far 1 have 
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falt the heavy . laid ayainſt me: i in the fo 

Purt of that Pamphlet . 

I di not chuſe to put my Nane to the Bat 
beeauſe I did not chuſe to name the Brerhren whole: 
Notes I wrote upow;” and that in regatd, that tho 
the preſent Generation in this Country, knew fſuf-; 
ficiently both whoſe the .Nozes are! and whoſe the- 


Remarks; yet T' thought,» ſeeing Prints are tanding; © 
Things, and that I chuſed the Pen rather than the 


Puchit in thele Matters; yet it was needleſs to tranſ- 
mit to Poſterity the Names of 4fociate- Brethren 
that maintained ſueh Diſputes as could not tend to 


their Honour, nor the Credit of the common Cauſe: 


For I muſt on, I Was both aſhamed and aſtoniſhed 
at the Infatvation of theſe Brethren. that took ſuch 
a ſeparating Courſe at the moſt publiek: Solemni- 
ties as neceſſitate me to fall about ſuch apaining 
Work, {6 pain ing that Iwould Have ſnunned it like 
Death, if the powerful Force of contrary Light 
had not obliged me to it, that People might not 


being inlightened' and inſtructed by ſuck Notes.-:)- 


do not pretend to juſtify, perhaps they might have 
been delivered in a /ofter Stile, but the Matter and 
Argument theteof 1 avouch to be ſuch as no 4n- 
Fr at all hath been given to; and if they had 


fome” other Animadverſions had been made upon 

chem. And: however harſh»-and ſevere they have 

been repreſented to be, yet ſuch as duly. conſider, 
will won diſcern, that the Severity of the Aoc 


/ Remarks." But as Tam not called to vindicate myſelf 


here flotice an Accuſation laid againſt me, p. 12. 
of that Pamphlit, as being particularly active in 
: filling the World-with Prejudices againſt my Bra» 
chren, as Men nd unſound Principles, with Refe- 
rence 
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be clouded with Shadws of Darkneſs iniead} of | | 


The Manner in Which the Remarkr are Ae | 
not been rational and ſeriptural, I doubt not but 


tions impot ted in the Noten, exceed that of the : 


fo much ag to vindicate the Truth, ſo I cannot but 


| %. © oh 
dope to the tivil GG ta 3 to „ 
It is not I, but the Brethren them/elwes,. that have 
given the World too many Grounds, of Sulpicion, 
if not, What meant the Bleeting of the Sheep, 8 
what meant? Sc. Cc. But here I ſtop, and ſup- 
Preſs at preſent; the many Inſtances noted dowu 
elſewhere; for I have no ſuch bloody Deſign as 
ſome have dreamed. There is no Need to Expoſe. 
them who wilfully expoſe themſelves: |... | 
As to what is ſaid about private Chriſtians, \ pag. 
13. Their having the Burgeſs Oath for Matter of 
Exerciſe, as it is alledged 95 5 Conſciences are con- 
terned, which no doubt they ought to be, in the Matter 
A ſolemn Oath. Vet ſeeing as moſt / Burgeſſes we 
- Hear of, have been made ſo- by getting a Burgeſ. 
Ticket, ſo we never heard of ſpiritual Exerciſe on 
this Head, till now that Miniſters brought the Bur- 
ge Oath to be a Pulpit Theme ; and the religious 
Clauſe in ſome of them, which moſt of our People 
never before heard tell of, and ſo could not be ex- 
erciſed about it, till they heard of it, even from 
theſe Miniſters that are themſelves materially in- 
volved in the ſame Sin becauſe they have receiv- 
ed Burgeſi Tickets,, wherein it is aſſerted they have 
taken the Oaths, even in ſome Burghs-where there 
is the religious Clauſe in Queſtion; and though they 
have brought this Queſtion to be Matter of Debate, 
yet we have never heard that it hath: been Matter 
of | Exerciſe to the Conſciences of theſe Bretbhrea 
themſelves; who, if it was ſinful, ought to have gone 
as He goats, before the Flock in confeſling th is Sin 
publickly, before they impoſed upon the Conſgien- 
ces of People a Burden or Yoke. they ee. 
themfſetves. For my Part, though I haveitalked - 
with many on that Sübject, yet to this; Hour L ne- 
ver heard of one, either among Miniſters or People; 
to whom this Queſtion, was exerciſing as a Matter, 
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eee oaths ng | _ 

| cant Riereit, but rather hs = fohy Vn, 
for dliſſracting and dividing Minifters Th + People, | 
and lending the Multicude into a Labyrinth of Con- 


fuſion and Perplexity about Things they do not yet 
underſtand; only they know to their Grief, that 
Miniſters and People are divided about it, and rent 
0 Pieces, and the Way of the Lord teproached.' 


The Reaſonings in the reſt of that Pamphlet, cb- 
5 4 with theſe in the Brethren'; nenv Book, and 
therefore An/awers to the one, and to the other will 


concide, on which Account, I need ſay no more 
here; only ſeeing a new. Thing is advanced there - 
in, namely, That the Seceders Teſtimony is a Te- 
&imony againſt the Revolution Settlement of Religion, , 
and againſt the publick Profeſſion of Religion in the 
National Clare of of Scotland, which is 47 hing not 


day we never heard of before, nor can ſee in the 


Teſtimony, but is direetiy contrary to it, as is pro- 
ven above; and ſeeiug ſuch a great new Fabrick is 
erected upon ſuch a get Miſſale, what à Pity is it, 
that Sectdert ſhould never have known till now, 
that they never profeſſed the true Religion till Se 


dauert Seceders and embraced the Teflimony'; and that 
they never heard til now, that their honeſt Teiti- 


fy ing againſt all the Om tons at the Nevolution, was 
a fair Nee of all the Religion they pro- 
felled: while they remained Members of the N 


lun Church, and that their Teſſimony did not plains” 


by bear a'folemn Confeſſion of this Sin, that ever 
they: were Members thereof fince the Revolution, 
and that they were not all e and educate 
Marimillanites? 


It would mee had more | Pulicy liv to 1n- 


ſorr this »ew Meaning of the Teſtimony, into the- 
» Dvfory of the Teftimony itfelf formerly, as now 25 


they do in their Prints, otherwiſe, it would never 
1 0 * wich. the tent h Part of theſe that 
r2 MN, a , embraced 
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enmbraced it. 
5 this nean Sin/e impoſed upon it, how is an inconſi- 
derate Multitude n. now inſnared by its being openly 
avowed, That Seceders are by their own Tebimony 


1; 3 Neusounciabion of the true Religi ion profeſſed and 2 


both, is to maintain that true Religion, wee the 
 eftablifbed Doctrine, M. or/hip,, Diſc plane and 
1 ment, of the National Ghurch. of Scotland. . 
It is no Wonder that theſe that have turned to 
Fo a new Profeſſion of Religion. they never made be- 
fore, ſhould fit down upon anew Conflitution we 


do change their Religion they have hitherto pro- 
55 feſſed, may join with this Brother and his Follacu- 


Mind to renounce their bap/g/mal Engagements they 
deſert their Covenants and Teſtimony, nor to aban- 


as witnefſing Members of the Church of Scotland for 


Leap, as they regard the Glory of the great Je- 
 howah, the Lord our God whoſe Name hath been 
called upon them, whom we honour as the true 
God by profeſſing the true Religion. They that 
change ſuch a Prot ſion, look as if they were in 
Danger of changing tbeir Gad, and their Glory to 
their own Shame. The Brethren that have for/a- 
ten their old Prefeſſion, overturn'd their Teſtimony, 


. 3 putting it in another Shape, and turn'd to a new 

=>. Teflon. and a new Conſtitution, ſeem to be run- 

nning into the Depths of Apofacy, which yet they 
would fain charge upon their Br 


plunged themſelves into, as appears by this Brother's 
p y b Po” | | 7 Way 
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But now "Gar: babes; . 


ſhut up to this xew Faith, that their 'Tefimony i, 4 


. rized by the Revolution l Though yet 
the very Scape and  Defign of the Teflimony and Bond 


1 never heard of before. Theſe that have a Mind 


eri to their own Diſhonour, but theſe that have no 
came under in the Rewo/ution Church, no Mind to 
don the fru 2 they have hitherto profeſſed 


their true Religion, and againit their Defect ions tbere- 
from, will I hope, Jook before they make ſuch a 


ret hren, but have 
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gi lavſe-of ſome Burgeſs Oaths, wherein ge 
_ hath proved. Nothing at alf but this, I bat he hath 4 Ps 
| Srl Brits Profe Hon, and wants that alt, the „ 
Secedemt in | 
the like. 4 bope whatever others do in theſe W 
awfully 177 Wo. E Times of Temptation, all that i 5 
are judicious; and ſtable, will cleave unto the Teſti? 75 
mony they has eſpouſeq; no ig hv new and firange 
Meaning ia wm put men it in the Prints above- 
e bat in the e herein it has Bitberta 
been underſfiosd, by. unde ſigni Men, Minihers and 
People, zu in the Senſe 44} ein it explains itſelf, 
as have ſhewed above in the Alm. Let us 
through Grace ſtudy to be flable, in ſpite of all 
Calumaies and Reproaches we are falſly loaded 
with, and not be as Children toſſed to and fro * 
2 Wind of Hyctrine, ayd with every Temp 
| 8 that blows, but /et us hold faſt: 
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Of the SEP ARATION of the Maio 


of MxugzEks from the ASSOCIATE 


 PRESBY! n Dunfermline, at £ 


Perth, May- 5th, 1747. 5 


NOTEs of the (aid SEPARATING MAJORITY. 


on that Occaſion, with OB8KRVATIONS 
upon them. 
ILE TT EK ſent by the MxuskRS of the 
| ASSOCI ATE SYNOD, which met 9 


As allo, a COPY of a 


Stirling in June 1747, to their /ep?: 


rating Brethren, propoſing a Meeting 


with them, for Praytr and ConpE- 
RENCE, anent our preſent Differences; * 
together with the ANSWER of theſe 
' Brethren, and ae upon the 


Name, | 
y 2 be þ | * 
rice "AR n'd to have 

been printed with the foregoing ADMONTI- 
FIONand INFORMA TION, but boch 


of them turning out to a greater Length than, 


was at firſt propoſed, it is left optional to the 


| Reader to purchaſe them jointly or ſeparately as 


he pleaſes, though at the ſame. Fime the ane 
tends to caſt Light upon the other. 


with an EXACT. DOUBLE of the Mis.» 


| 


